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THE 



EVIDENCE 



OF THE 



RESURRECTION 

Cleared; in Anfwer to the Refur^ 
reBion Confidtredj &c. 



I. 

TH E Canjiderer introduces himfelf 
and his Book to the World, in a very 
extraordinaiy and pompous Manner. 
Ibht I'ryal cf the IVitneffes had, it I'eems, 
gone through ten Edithm ^ unanl'wered ; had 
(as he moll ingeniouily exprefles himfelf) rni~ 
racukujly fupported the Miracles of th Gojpcl; 
had gained an indijputable Conqueft^ and reached 
the remoteji Corners of Infidelity, What then 
was to be done in this Diftrefs ? Why he is 
cafled upon kf his Friends to read it, and by 
his ardent Jjme to Truths ^ anj'mer it; and 



'.Firft Edit. p. i. Rcfumaion Confidcred. 
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feems 
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feeras to think that all the Hopes of Infidelitj 
center m him. 

An Author of fo much Vivacity, and fo full 
of himfelf, can hardly be expefted to keep th( 
dull Road of Reafoning ; his Wit will fome- 
times run away with him. Hence it is that w( 
meet with fo much Pertnefs and Spirit in hii 
Performance; hence proceed thofe beautifii 
Expreflions of miraculoujfy fupported the Mira- 
cleSy the damnably bad Opinions of fomebod) 
or other ; and the witty Conceit of introdu- 
cing Ghofts in white Sheets and dark Lan- 
thorns ^, into this ferious Argument. Of all 
which, and many others of equal Politenefe 
I take leave once for all, and give them up tc 
be enjoyed by the Author and his Admirers, 
without Difturbance. 

But I muft needs commend this Author foi 
the open and frank Declaration of his Princi- 
ples in refpedt to Religion. Some have jpre- 
tended Friendihip to the Gofpel, that thej 
might the more fuccefsfuUy undermine the 
Foundations of it ; but this Author ads with 
mOTe Bravery and more Honefty. He lays 
• fairly, In my Opinion great Judgment and great 
Faith are fuch QmtradiSlions that they ne- 
ver unite y jb as to meet in one Perfon ^. I dare 
iay he did not make this Declaration upon any 
Suipicion he had of his own Judgment. Again, 
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» Firft Edit. p. 43. Third Edit. p. 34. « Firfl 
Edit. p. 6. 
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f with relpefft to Miracles, he tells us, e^jery real 
Miracle is an Abfurdtty to common Senje and 
Underftandingt and contrary to the Attributes of 
OodK 

After thefe exprefs Declarations one would 
wonder how this Author could propofe him- 
fclf to the World as a proper Perfon to make a 
fair Examination of the Evidence of the Re- 
farreftion, which is both the greateft Miracle, 
and the gi£atefl Article of the Chriftian Faith. 
But he had his View in fo doing, and has been 
fo good as to acquaint us, what he piopofcd by 
his Anfwer to the T'rial of tlx JVitneJjes ; and 
he ihall tell it himfclf. My Defign is to pro- 
mote t.ba,t Veneration for JViJdom and Virtue, 
ivhich has been debafed and degraded by Faith', 
by a Faith li'hich has not fcnt Peace on Earth, 
but a Sivord. — ff'ijere this foolijh Faith bears 
Sway, the Tree of Knowledge produces danming 
Fruit ; but under the benign Influence of George 
mr King, in this glorious Day of Light and 
JJberty, this divine Hag and her pious JVitch- 
crafts which were brought forth in Darknefs 
ffid murijljed by Obfcurity, faint at the Ap- 
proach of Day, and vanijh upon Sight ". 

Tlie Faith wliich the Gofpel propofes in 
Cbrijl fefus, the ever blefled Son of God, and 
jhe only Nanie under Heaven hy which we 
(nay be fayed, is here with an aftonifhing De- 

■' Firft: Edl^ p, (5+. Third Edir. p- 52, * Firft Edit. 
f. 88' Thi.d Edit. p. 73. 
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^ee of Impifety, called a divine Hiig' '6a't&^ 
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Witchcrafts. Unliappy Man ! what cou! 
mean by this? I pity him from my Heart 



But what could he meaii by abuiing the King^S 
Inlefs he had a Mind to rticw, that he is jtiftj 
la Subjed as he is a Chriftian ? 
Every ferious Man will read thefe PalTagcs 
fith Abhorrence ; and they are a Warning to 
I Reader to be upon his Guard againll the 
FReprelentations made of tlie Do<^incs of tl^ 
IjGofpel, and the Evidences of Chriftianity, bu 
3 determined, and fo inveterate an Enemy flH 
nth. ■ 

But let us examine this Author in anothoB 
\ fefpedt. So little qualified was he to write an 
Anfwcr to the Trpil of the IV/tne[(es, tliat he 
' "*" 1 not underftand it, when he publiihcd his 
ftnfwer; but hiiftook fometimcs the Objccllc 
the Anfwcr to the Objedioii, and fom&i 
Gmes vice verfa ; and afcrihed to the Authei 
of the Trial the very Opinion he was confm 

f" " ;. A fcw Inftances will explain 
eaning. 

At Page 4 ('^ Edit.) the Confiderer chai_ 

\ the Author of the Tryal with founding Fail 

vn Education^ and writing in Favour of thai 

lOpinion. To fupport this Charge he quotCJ 

im the 'Tryal the very Words that dilclaia' 

Opinion. The Words are What pr^ 

., •dnvith thofe who frf received it {i. e. the" 
Belief of the Refurreftion.) they certainly did 
not jclhv) the Examples of their Fathers. Here 
then, 




( 5 ) 

lis fbe Point ; how did this FaSi gain Credit 
in the iVorld at firjl? Credit it has gained with- 
out douhf'. 'Tis marvellous how the Confi- 
derer coald read, could tranlcribe thefe Words 
into his Book, and not feel tliat the Meaning 
and Intent of them was to lay the Force of 
Guftom and Education quite out of the Cafe, 
aAd to bring the Qneftion to reft upon the ori- 
ginal Evidence of the Refurreflion at the firft, 
before Cuflom or Education could po/Tibly. 
have any Influence. It is hard to account fcH" 
his Miflake, but niiftake he does, and goes on 
for a Page or two together with great Tri- 
nmph, reafoning againil this Phantom of his 
own raifing. Then, fays he, every Story that 
has gained Credit in the World, as this has done^ 
it aljb true ; and concludes with this wife Say- 
ing, believing 'truth for Company's Sake is m 
more meritorious than hclieving Error. But he 
has been lb far ailianifd of this Blunder, as to 
drop the whole Pafiage, and his own Reafon- 
ing upon it, in his new Edition. 

The Confiderer (p. 5.) fays, 'tis argued the 
^^Jlles were fmcere, therefore what they re~ 
jfiorted was true. He does not indeed direiftly 
charge the Author of the Tryal with arguing 
thus ; but whomfoever he means to charge, 
he fhow? plainly, that he never underflood the 
Ufe or Force of the Argument, drawn from 
. theTopic of Sincerity; which is never applied to 
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* Trynl^ p, 20. 

prove 



prove that tiie fincere Reporter delivers nothing 
but Truth j for he may be, and often is, inw 
pofed on himfelf ; but is uled merely to (how, 
that he is not a Deceiver himfelf, and a(5ling 
with a Defign to impofe on others. The Corn 
Jiderer has with great Succefs encountered thq 
Miftake, whicli he imputes to fomebody ot 
other ; but the only Thing he has made clear^ 
is, that he did not know what he was wrjtir^ 
about. But fome kind Friend pointed out thil 
Miflake, and it difappears upon die new 
Edition. 

The next Inflance of this kind, with whit^ 
I ihall trouble the Reader, will hardly pafi 
for a Miftake only. Whatever it is, it has re^ 
ceived the Approbation of the (j)nfidercri fc« 
cond Thoughts, and found a Place in his new 
Edition. 

The Author of the Trial, or the perfofl 
defigncd by B in the Trial, repeats an Obn 
jeiftion, which A, the Pleader againftthe R^ 
furreftion hud iiififted on. There is (fiys B, Oi 
the Audior of the Trial) but one Oi/ervaiioi 
more, which the Gentleman (i.e. A the Obi 
te£tor to the Refurreftion) made under /ij* 
Head. Jeius, he Jays, referred to the Autho- 
rity of ancient Prophecies to prove, thai tbt 
Meflias was to die and rife again. The anciem 
Books referred to are extant, and no Jiich Pro\ 
pMcies, he fiiys^ are to be found. Now whethm 
the Gentkntan, {i. e. the Objedor) can fini, 
tbof 
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^Imfe Prophecies or no, is not material ta 
pre/e/ii ^lejiion^. 

Is it not manifeft to Sight, that thofc Words, 
" the ancient Books referred to are extant, 
*' and no fuch Prophecies to be found," ex- 
prefs the Senfe and Opinion of the Objedlor to 
the Refurredion ? But the ConCderer charges it 
to the Author of the Tryal as his own Senti- 
ment, which he could not have done had he 
qiloted tlie Paflage fairly. For this Reafon he 
has altered it, and left out all the Words which 
exprefsly refer the Opinion to the Objector. 
His Quotiition {lands thus,— 77^? jluthor of the 
Trial ^ (or Mr. 5 ) /ays that tlmigh Jefus re- 
ferred to the Aathmty of the ancient Prophe- 
cies to pro-oe that the MefiJas iias to die and 
rife again ; and that though the ancient Books 
rejerred to are extant, and no fuch Prophecies 
to be found, 'whether the Prophecies can be jouni 
or no, it is not material to the prefent ^e/lion. 

I fhall leave the Con/idcrer'% fair Dealing to 
be tried iii.x>n a Comparifon with the PalTage, 
as it ftands in the Tryai, and as it is tranfcribed 
into his Anfwer : And let him account to liis 
Readers, as he can, for having fo grofsly im- 
pofed on them. 

The only Thing here properly to be charged 
on the Author of the Tryal, is exprefied in 
thole Words, whether the GentL-man (i. e. the 
Objeftor) can find tkofe Prophecies or no, is tioC 

e Tryal] p, 30. " Firft Edit. p. 20. '' Tliiid Edir. 

material 
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ikntmnal to the prefint Slueflim. I think" 
laid very juftlyj for Ibrely Believers are not 
wait for the Evidence of Prophecy, 'till Infi- 
dels can or will fee it : and therefore who 
ther the Gentleman (the Objcftor) could find 
the Prophecies or no, was not material; 
further, whether he could or not find the RoJ 
phecies, it was not material fo the prejent ^e. 
fi'ion. The preient Queftion related to thfl 
Truth of the Refurrettion, confidercd mereljr 
as a Matter of Fadl; And as Fafls mull: M 
proved, not by Propliecy, but by hifloricalEvi* 
dence, it was impertinent to talk of Prophecy j^ 
n the Enquiry concerned a meie Fa<5fc 



lut the Confiderer, for want of Difcernment^ 
fomething elfe, fays, It is granted the GojX 
pel Hi/hriam /ugge/i there are Prophfcici 
which are not to be found in the Books they re-k, 
jer to ; but this is (hid not to be material. H» 
leaves out the Words, to the prejmt ^lejiion^ 
and goes on ; Strange ! is it not material, whe-* 
ther what the Evangel! Jls fay be true or faljef 
Wbetf^er this is a true or falfe Infmuatim tt^ 
countenance the Hijlory ? -whether through Tgno^ 
ranee they imagined there were Prophecies ivbicfk 
there were not, and Jo were deluded? and whe- 
ther through Defign they Jiiggfft^d there were^ 
and fo deceived others ^ ? All this is very well j 
but before the G)njiderer can be entitled to th^ 



^ Fifft Edit. p. 21. Third Edit. p. 



full 



full Merit of it, he muft {\\c\v what he li 
doing, and whom he means to confute. He 
appears to me to be hunting down nothing but 
a very great Blunder of his own. 

The Objedor to the Truth of the Refur- 
reilion fays, {Tryal, p. 14.) Li other Cafes 
the Evidence fufports the Credit of the Hijioty; 
but here the Evidence itfdf is prefumed only upon 
the Credit which the Hijtory has gained. The 
. tjanfiderer quotes the Words, and introduces 
them in this Manner, " 'Tis true tliai in 
" ollxr Cafes, &c'. and refers the Reader td 
the Tryal; as if the Words produced cxprclled 
the Senfe of the Audior of the Tryal hiuilelfi 
The Csnfiderer was made ieafible of this Mi- 
ifcike, and tho' the Paffage flill Ifands, and very 
improperly, in his new Edidon ; yet he has ta-- 
ken ibme Care to cover the Blunder, hy drop- 
ping the Reference to the Tryal. 

But let us fee in other Inftances how iaiil/ 
the Confkitrer deals. ^ _ . 

The Author of the Tryat, to iliew that the: 
ytws, in guaiditig the Sepulchre, betrayed a fc- ' 
Cret Conviilioii of the I'rutii of the Miracles^ 
i^erformed by Chrijl in his Life-time ^ys^ 

^^K. Tryal, p. 38. Tlie Confiderer qilotel 

^B3^0r bad they been per- thefe Words thus : 

^aded that he' wrought They being perfua' 

no Wonders in his Life^ ded be performed no Mt- 

- / ih irik they •would not racks in his Life^ -wers 

^^~" have e nsi 
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have been afraid of fee- 
ing a>rf dene by him after 
bh Death. 

Again, p. 39. 

The Author of the Try- 

al, to ihew the Incon- 

fiftency of U'eelflon\ 

Scheme, fays. 

Surely this is a mofi/tn- 

fuiar Cafe j tvben the 
^eople thought him a 
Prophet, the chief Priefts 
fought to kill bim^ and 
/bought his Death ivould 
put an End to his Pre- 
tenjiens -, when they and 
ibe People bad difcovered 
bim to be a Cheat, then 
they thought bim notfafe, 
even when he was dead., 
but were afraid he fhauld 
prove a true Prophet, 
and, according to bis own 
Predi^ion, rife again. 



By this artful Abufe of the Language ol 
Itryal^ he makes the Reader imagine, that he 
has convidted the author out of his owit 
Mouth. 

: Once morej amongft other things amazing-' 
ly aSledy as he cxprefles himfelf, the Qinfider^ 
er ' reckons this for one, that St. Matibe'ot 



o) 

not afraid of f'eing «*j 
done by bim after hi. 
Death '>. 



Therefore that ' th^ 
fljould kill him, that bU 
Death might put an Eni 
to all Prdenfions ; yet 
think him not fafe, ■when 
be was dead is, 1 niuft 
own, a 7icedlefs and 
pqfterous Fear, an, 
moji Jingular Cafe, as the 
Gentleman ( meaning 
the Author of the Tryal) 
lightly exprefTes it. 



^ Firft Eilit. p. 58. Third Edir. p, 23. 
EdiL p. 48. Third Edit, p, 38. 
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I Jhouldhe admitted a% an 'Evidence in a Court , i6. 

[ prffve a Fa£i -when he was abj'ent ; and for ■ 
this amazing thing he refers the Reader to 
p. 42 . of the Tryal. 

I thought it impoflible, that the Author of 
^ T'ryal fliould" give any Handle for fo im-. 
pertinent an Objedion to the Credit of St. Mat- 
thew. St. Matthew is an Hirtorian, and who 
ever objeifted to an Hiftorian, that he was not 
pt^fent at all tlie Tranfadions he reports? 
However I turned to the Trya/, p. 42. but 
not one Word is there about the Credit of 
St. Matthew; nor is it eafy to difcern what- 
the Cofifiderer refers to without fuppofing him 
guilty of a great Blunder, and not to know 
the Difference between an Hiftorian, and one, 
produced as an Eye-Witnefs. 

The Author of the Tryal objeiftsto the Cre- 
dibility of the Story made by the Guards of 
the Sepulchre, becaufe their own Relation 
fiiews they were afleep, when the Things they 
related happened. And to this Purpole he fays, 
1 would ajk the Gentleman whether he has any 
Authorities in Pointy to pew that ever any 
Man was admitted as an Evidence in any Court ^ 
to prove a FaEi which fMippened when he was 
afleep ? Tliis, I fuppofe, muft be the Paflage, 
iipon tlie Strength of which the Author of 
the T'ryal is made a Party to the Objeflion 
againft the Credit of St. Matthew, and it 
fhews how well qualified the Confiderer is to 
determine on the Credit of the Gofpel 'i^'Ao- 
C i rians 
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yidns, when he docs not apprehend the plaind! 
Thing relating to Evidence, what is necefiar 
to give Credit to an Eyc-Witnefs, and what t 
an Hiftorian. 

After thefe Inftanccs, there is little Reafc 
to expeft from this Hand a judicious or a fa£ 
Anfwer to the T'ryal. 

The Cciifiderer feems to me to have fet ou(; 
at firft, with a Defign only to write agalnft the 
Credit of the Refurredion, as reported by the 
Evangelifts ; and that It was an After-ThoughtJ 
and meant to give himfelf fome Air of Im^i 
portance, to work up liis Book into an Anfwesj 
to the Trvd/. It is plainly a Piece of Patch, 
Work, and has but little in It to entitle it to 
be called an jinfwer to the "Tryal. Has ho 
weighed the Arguments on both Sides of th^ 
Qupftion as ftated in the 'Tryal, and Ihewed 
where the Author of the ^ryal either diiTem- 
bled the Force of the Objedion, or filled in the 
Anfwer to it ? Nodiing like it. He does not! 
fo much as pretend it. He has found an cafier. 
Method of making an Appearance of an An-i 
fwer to the 'Tryal: fome Paflages taken inde^ 
pendently of the Argument of which ihcy ara 
a Part, he has fingltd out to fiirnilh Mair< 
of Controvci fy ; but as ihele were too fc 
in Number to make a decent Appearance oi 
Quotations from a Book, which he profefie" 
to anfwer; he has taken the Liberty to ufe tl 
Language of the TryaJ to his own 
and lias diftinguiihcd it by Italics, and refern 

th( 
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^ 'fte 'Reader to the I'ryaly even where the 
Words by the Additions and Alterations made 
\m the Confiderer, are turned to a Senfe direft- 
ly contrary to that, in which the Author of 
the I'ryal ufed them. And by this little Art 
the Confiderer appears to an unwary Reader to 
to be quoting and confuting the Tryal of the 

As much as the Confiderer has perverted, al- 
tered, and mifapplyed the Pafliiges he has ta- 
ken from the Tryal^ it is nothing in Compa- 
rifon with his Abule of the Writers of the 
New Tedameiit, whom he treats as Impoftors 
and Cheats, and void even of Cunning to tell 
their own Story pkulibly. 

St. Matthew is charged with forging a Pro- 
phecy ; and M'Jtthe"^^ Marl; and Luke^ with 
jrauduknt DefigJJS'^ ; and again, there is Reajon, 
he fays, Co fufp^^ all ^l^e Predi£fims of it (i. e. 
the Refurredion) inferted in Matthew, Mark, 
(jBiiLiike, to he Forgery'. 

St. Matthe'W has given an Account of guard- 
ing and fealing the Sepulchre ; the other Evan- 
gelifts fay nothing of it. Upon this the Con- 
fiderer fays, they tell different Stories ^ How 
fo ? does a Man who fays nothing of the Story 
tell a different Story, or contradiSl the Story ? 
Yes, this is the Confuierej-'s Logic, and he fays 
cxprefsly, in a like Cafe, Su}ohi\Ji:ys not a ff'ord 

'FirftEdit. p. 28. 31. Third Edit. p. 20, 25. "Firfl: 
EUic. p. 32. Third Edit. p. 14.. { Firft Edit, p. 36, 
37. Third Edit. p. 27. 





"* it, hut denies it all ^ Upon this kml 
Reafoning, if it is Reafoning, the Confidert^ 
charges all the four Evan^Ulls with Forgery 
and fuppofes that St. Matthetsj's Story being de 
ieSiedy Mark and Luke tell amther; tlxin i 
ing alfo confuted, John comei and tells a Star, 
d^erent from all the rejl : And this vehemen 
Charge is founded in this only, that Mark 
X^ke, and John fay nothing about it. 

At this rate how eafily may all hiftorica 
Tafts be confiited ? It is but faying the Hiilo 
ries are forged j and it requires no great Hca4 
provided there be a good Face, to fay it of any 
Hillory in the World. But there will be i 
Opportunity of examining this Fad of guard- 
ing the Sepulchre, and the Confiderer's Rea- 
ibning upon it, in what is to follow. 

But the Confiderer, not content to chargt 
the Evangelifts with Forgery, has, to impole 
on thofe who will rely on his Word, foiged 
Things for them. John the Baptift fays to t 
yews, think not tof^ within your fives, 
have Abraham to our Father; for I fay unto 
you, that God is able of thefe Stones to raije up 
Children to Abraham^. Let us fee now how 
the Csnfsderer reports this Paflage. His Word* 
are. Some believe that Abjitrdities and Contra- 
diSlJons are pojjibk to the Power of God; be can: 
raife Children from the Loins of Abraham out. 
of the Stones of the Street '. He plainly faw 

sFirftEdic. p. 32. Third Edit. p. 23. •'Mat. iii. y. 
'FirilEdic, p,4;. Third Edir. p. 37. 

J that 
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that the Paflage, as it flood in St. Matthew^ 
afforded no Colour for his Abufe, and there- 
fore he adds, from the Loins of Abraham. I 
defire the Reader to confider whofe Forgery 
this is. 

At p. 67. of the firft Edit, and p. 54. of 
the third, there occurs one of the moft extra- 
ordinary Paflages that is any where to be founds 
and (hews with what Confcience the Confiderer 
applies Scripture to his Purpofe. He is treating 
of the Afcenfion, and endeavours to prove, 
that the Accounts given of it by the Evange- 
lifts do not agree. With refpeft to St. ^ohn^ 
he fays, John leaves us at all Uncertainties^ 
and fays ^ Jefus went^ like a wandring ]QWy witih- 
cut bidding them Good-by^ the Lard knows where! 
To fupport this Remark he refers to John xxi. 
19, 20, &c. The Cafe there is briefly this: 
Oiir Lord after his Refurredlion foretells to 
Peter, by what Death he jball glorify God. St. 
Peter enquires-, what was to become of St. jfohn? 
Our Lord fays, if I will that he tarry 
till I come^ what is that to thee ? Follow thou 
me, i. e. What is it to you what becomes of 
him ? Do you follow the Example I have fet 
you, and glorify God by your Death. One 
may fometimes fee what Handle People take 
to mifreprefent Scripture ; but in this Inflance 
it is difficult to difcern what could lead to this 
wild Conceit. Could it be the Word follow? 
Vblhw me\ diid the Confiderer fuppofe him to 
flsean wandring and ramblin|^ovec the World ? 
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can be nothing elfe. But does' he fuppoi 
It no Difciple can follow his Mafter, but 
taking a Journey with him ? I apprehend 
"the Cmifidercr to be a Folloiver of Woolllon and, 
the Moral Philofopher^ but I never cnquin 
how far he travelled with them. 

Thefe Inftances, which I have ftleded fr 
lany of the fame Kind, will lliew, ho#J 
infiderable and how fjir an Adverfary tl 
intleman is. I have brought them in 
lew, that they might not liand in the w; 
id divert us from attending to his Reafoni 
linft the Truth of the Refurredtion, 

ii. 

Before I come to the Points, which moj 
■inmediately affeft the Evidence of the Refu^ 
^ion, I fliall take Notice of one Rcmai|' 
R'hich the Confidcrer has dropt at the Clofe i 
"Ms Introduction, and which relates to the Cre 
dit of Revelation in general. _ 

It had been obfervcd in the '^ryal, " that Rev& tl 
*' lation is by the common Confent of Mankinaii 
** the very befl: Foundation of Religion, 
** therefore every Impoflor pretends to it ''* 
In anfwer to which the Confiderer fays, Icoi 
cehs that 'which is the Foundation of any^ nu^ 
left of every J (life Religion^ ca^inot be the Foun- 
dation of the true '. What poor Sophiflry is 
this ! Cannot this great Canfderer fee the Dif- 
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ference between a real and a pretended Foun-"* 
dation ? Let him try it in his own favourite 
Virtue, Sincerity. Sincerity is by common 
Cbnfent the very beft Foundation of a good 
Character, and therefore all Knaves pretend to 
it. Will the ConftdercT in this Cafe fay, that 
which is the Foundation of every bad Chara- 
(Scr, cannot be the Foundation of a good one? 
It is to no Purpofe to controvert fuch Points > 
and I think this Paflage from the Trya/ was 
produced, only to give the Conjiderer an Op- 
.portunity of entring into his darling common 
Place of abufing Revelation, and drawing to- 
gether what has been retailed an hundred times 
over by all the little Traders in Infidelity, and 
has been as often anfwered to the Satisfaftion 
of all fober Enquirers. 

The firft Point that more diredly affeils the 
Credit of the RefurreiSion, is the Nature and 
Quality of the Evidence, The Coufiderer be- 
gins with complaining grievoufly, that all the 
Evidence is on the Side of the Refurred^ion, 
and that he can find none againft it '. And 
this he thinks is a very hard Cafe upon him. 
If the Rejurre£fbn^ fays he, be a Fraud or the 
Evidence forged, what Books have we to prove. 
it fo^f This is indeed a hard Caf^. But if 
he fhould take it into his Head to prove that 
Cafar was not killed in the Senate-houfe, lie 
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might begin with the fame Complaint y for all 
the Evidence would be on one fide, and all 
againft him. 

But he imagines there was anciently a 
great Stock of Evidence againft the Truth 
of the Refurreftion, but that it has beea 
unhappily loft or deftroyed. '7*is certain^ 
he fays. Books have been tvrote by Porphyry^ 
Celfus, and other Sy which contained what the 
Chrijiians thought were beji anjwered by Jiifiing^ 
and burning. It is well known from fome Frag-^ 
ments of them in Origen, that they contradiSled 
what is related in the Evangelijis "". Who fur- 
nifhes the Confderef with his Learning,. I know 
not} but whoever he is,, he has cheated him 
abominably. Fragments of Porphyry and CeU 
Jus in Origen! why Origen was dead before 
Porphyry fct Pen to Paper. When Origen an- 
fwered Celfus^ Porphyry could not be above fix- 
teen Years of Age, and not above twenty or 
twenty one when Origen died. I imagine by 
the Order in which he places them, that he 
took Porphyry to be older than Celjiis^ and that 
Origen having wrote againft Celfus^ could not 
but take notice of Porphyry too. But there 
was indeed about an hundred Years between 
Celfus and Porphyry. 

Porphyry and Celfus^ he fays, contradiSied 
what is related in the Evangelijis ; and fo does 
the Qmfiderer too ; but what then ? Is the Cre- 
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(3it of any Hiftory the woife, becaufe it is 
wantonly contradidted, without Evidence or 
Authority of any Sort to fupport the Contra- 
didion ? The Conjiderer, I fufpeft, meaos to 
introduce Celjus and Porphyry^ as Witneflcs 
arainfl: the HKlory of the Gofpel. If he does, 
be is mifi:.iken. They were jull fuch Wltnef- 
les agaiiift the Gofpel as he is ; and for Want 
of Evidence to contradid the Evangelifts, they 
■were forced to rely upon the Difagreements, 
which ihey fuppofed were to be found in the 
Teveral Accounts given by the Evangelifts. 

Had there ever been good Evidence againfl 
the Gofpel Hiftory, it could not have been 
loft in Celfzifs Time. For CcJfus lived at no 
great Diftance from the ApoftoHc Age ; at a 
Time when all Religions were tolerated but the 
Chriftian ; when no Evidence was llifled, no 
Books deftroyed, but thofe of Chriftians. And 
yet Cd/us laboured under the fame Want of 
Evidence, as Woolfton and his Auxiliaries, and 
had the Gofpel only to learch (as Qrlgen more 
than once obferves) for Evidence againft the 
Golpel. A ftrong Proof that there never had 
been Books of any Credit in the World, that 
queftioned the Gofpel Fads, when fo fpitcful' 
and fo artful an Adverfary as Celjm made no 
Ufe of them. 

Gelfm admits the Truth of Chr'tjl'^ Miracles. ' 
The Difference between him and Origen lies 
in the Manner of accounting for them ; the 
one fllcribjng them to the Power of God, the" 
I ' ^ D 2 othe 



/ other to the Power of Magic, So that if tbcj 
Confiderer will (land to the Evidence of his 
Witnefs, the Queftion will not be, whcti; 
the Miracles are true in Faft {for that is granul 
p ed on both Sides) but whether the Truth of 
^ the Miracles infers the divine Authority of the 
"^Performer? Now can it be fuppofed tliat Ol- 
' s would have admitted the Miracles of Chnjl 
s real FacftSj had he not been compelled to it 
y the univerlal Confcnt of all Men in the Age I 
f he lived? ' 

But why does the Cotifiderer conaplain for 
Vant of the Afliftancc of Cclfus^ and lead his 
Readers to imagine that the Books of Celjui 
ff/tTC deftroyed becaufe they could not he an- 
\ fwered ? Does he not know that there is hardly 
»a pUufible Argument, produced by ^oi?ii'?sn or 
■"Jhimfelf, that is not borrowed from G'^z/j? The 
fcTruth is, that the Objedions o^Celjus are pre- 
f iprved, . and prefervcd in his own Language, 
Origeh's Anfwer is not a general Reply to O^J 
but a minute Examination of all liis Ob^ 
- ■ jeftions, even of thofe whjch appeared to OriiM 
gen moil frivolous ; for his Friend Ambrofms^ ti^ 
whom he dedicates the Work, defires him twp 
omit nothing. In order to this Examination 
Origm flates the Objedions of Cdjin in his 
Qwn Words; and that notliing might efcape 
him, he takes them in the Order in whic" ' 
Ccljia had placed them. Celjus then, as it hap 
pens, is lafe ; and the Co?ifidercr needs not la-3 
Lment over him any more. 
^ I The 



P^^The Caie of Porphyry is different ; thae is 
iTSide remaining of him, but ibnie difperled 
Fragments to be found in Eufelnus and Jerom, 
However this is certain from the Account re- 
maining of him, that he had no Evidence 
againli the Golbel Hiflory, but what the Gof- 
pel iifelf fijrnirfied; in which he thought he 
fciw, or pretended to fee, Contradiftion. How 
indeed ibould he have any other Evidence, 
when Celjiis had no other, who lived fo much 
nearer the Apoilolic Age, than he did ? 

If the Confiikrer is laying in a Stock of Evi- 
dence on the Antichriftian Side, lie may put 
down in his Lift the Emperor 'Julian and the 
Talmudic Books of the yt^djs, together with 
feme others, whofe Evidence, fuch as it is, is 
fUll in being. Here then are Witnellesagainft 
the Apoftles, the moft determined Enemies 
that Chriftianity ever had; and yet the ConJi~ 
4erer will find no Reafon to thank them for 
their Evidence. They agree with Celfus in ad- 
mitung tlic Miracles, and fo in truth lerve oi- 
ly to fupport that Caufe, which they meant to 
deftroy. 

The Cafe then landing thus, the Confderer 
muft be content to follow the Steps of his 
great Leaders, and fearch the Gof].Tel for Ob- 
jefllons againft the Gofpel. This is another 
Hardlhip and theSubjed; of another Complaint, 
Jf the 'RsfurreBkn be a Fraud or the Evidence 
forged, -what Books have uv to prove it Jof Can 
it be expeSfed that en equitable IJj'ue jhould be 
obtained 
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chtained from %vhat may be fairly reafoned out 
cf their own Ueport ^? — If the Conjiderer had 
no better HopQS, why did he trouble himfelf 
and the World? Did he propofe, becaufe no- 
thing could ht fairly reafoned out of the Gof- 
pel, to reafbn fomething out of it unfairly ?^ 
He has indeed done fo ; but did «ot^ I fuppofe, 
mean to give Warning of it. " 

But this is not the Whole of his Com- 
pldmt. Can thaty fays he, be efieemed a fair 
^ryal^ where the Evidences are ofily on one Jide 
the flueftion''^ &c. Why not? "was full and 
clear Evidence €ver rcjefted, becaufe there wa^ 
up Evidence to be produced agaihft it? The' 
Cafe muft always be fo where the Truth is 
notorious. The main Fads relating to our Sa- 
viour were as public and as well known in ^/z- 
ddea and the neighbouring Countries, when the 
Gofpels were publifhed, as the Coronation of 
Henry VIIL was known in his Time in Eng-- 
land', and if the Confderer has a Mind to calt 
that Fadl in Queftbn, he will find the Wit- 
iiefles all on one fide. 

He goes on. 7? fnd the Truth of a Cafe by 
the Tejlimony of partial Evidence combined 
againfi it, muft be owned to be a difficult 
rajk'. 

* Firft Edit. J). 5. Third E<fit. p. ^. * Firft Edit, 
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the firft Place, how does he know tht 

lefles are partial ? it is not a Thing to be 
\ for granted ; and Proof he brings none, 
' I imagine he fuppofes every Witnefs to be par- 
tial to the Side for which he gives Evidence ; 
and if fo, then every faithful Witnefs to Truth 
is a partial Evidence ; and the more fincerely 
concerned for the Truth, the more partial 
ftill. 

Secondly, Why does he call the Evangelllla 
combined Witnefles ? Is it not the Purpofe and 
Drift of his whole Book, to fhew them con- 
tradi(fting one another in almoft every Inftance ? 
How then were they combined together ? Was 
it part of their Agreement to contradict one 
another ? Why did he not tell u? what was 
their View in combining together ? We know 
that they were oppreJTed by Je-wi and Hea- 
thens, that they attefted the Taith oi the 
Fads they delivered at the Peril of their Lives 
daily, and at laft died niifcrably and violently 
in Confirmation of the Truth. You fee what 
their Combination tended to ! 

Another Queftion tile Conjiderer has chofen 
to debate, is about the Nature of Chn/i's King- 
dom. It very little concerns the Refurredlion, 
but we muft take it in our Way. Many Pafla- 
ges ^ are produced from the 'J'ryal, all Ipeaking 
to tliis Effeift; " That Je/ui did not pretend 
" to a teniporal Kingdom ; and that he expound- 
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ed the ancient Prophecies relating to the 
** Mejjiijs^ in a different Manner than his, 
" Countrymen did, who expeiSed a temporal 
*' Prince for their MelTias." Among thefe' 
Qiiotations ibme are taken out of the Mouth 
of the Pleader againft the Refnrredion, and 
afaibed to the Author of the Tryal ; but thif 
happens fo frequently, that it would becndlcfi 
to take Notice of it, as often as it occurs. Bui 
let us fee to what Purpofe riiefe Paflages ^re 
produced. ^ ' 

It was a Part of JFoolJlon\ Sclicme, to charge 
Cbrift with a fecret Defign of getting tempo- 
ral Power, notwithftanding he openly dif- 
avowed all fuch Pretenfions. In anfwer to this 
the Author of the "Tryal fhewcd, from th6 
uniform Charadter and Conduct uf yej'ns^ that 
Wodfiori'-. Notion was void of all Colour of 
Support. Does the Confidera- now enter into 
the Argument, as it (lands in the "Tryal? No. 
But he takes the Pafliiges independently of the 
Argument, of which they are a Part; and 
thinks that taken by themfelves they are not 
true. Be it fo ; what then does it fignify ta 
the Faft of the RefurretSion which lie was todif- 
prove F Why all this Parade of many Qiiotations 
from the Tryal, fince they do not relate to the 
Point in Difpute ? Some good Friend, I fu*- 
fpedl, had alked the Conjsderer thefe Queillony 
which he could not anfwer ; and tho' he was 
unwilling to part with fo many Quotations a1 
once, yet, to prevent the lame Queftjons being 
afkec 



^n, he has in his new Edition 
lat be this (i. e. the ancient Pro- 
phecies of the Kingdom) vvfjikally or condi- 
tionally true, it concerns not the RcfurreBion. 
Tet let not 'Truth be denied^. 

Well then ; the Credit of the Refurredion 
is fo far fafe. But he thinks it not true, that 
Chrijl declined temporal Power; and Truth 
mufl not be denied. He goes on to produce Pro- 
phecies, that God would give him the Throne of 
his Father David, and lays, that he was called 
King of Ifrael, King of' the Jews, and rebuked 
net thoje ivIjo gave him the Title. And why 
fhould he rebuke them, fince he claimed that 
Title, and never denied that he was King of 
the Jews? But the Conjiderer feems not to 
know that there never was a Quertion between 
yeivs and Cbrijiians, whether Jeji4s was, or 
pretended to be, a temporal Prince. Both tides 
agree that he neither was nor pretended to be. 
But the Queftion was and is, whether, accord- 
ing to ancient Prophecy, the Mejjiai was to be 
a temporal Prince. Had not the Prophets de- 
clared him to be a great Prince, there would 
have been no Difpute whether he was to be a 
temporal or a fpiritual Prince. Qiioting there- 
fore thefe Prophecies will not determine the 
Qnefiion ; for the Doubt is not, Whether there 
are fuch Prophecies or no f But what is the 
Meaning of them F 
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" Ttic Cotifiderer fays, that yefui •was a 
f i&Ued King of the Jews, Ofdy be bad not 
jG/:gdom; therefore -wben be was about to Ju^ 
for it, he Jound it was not of this World! 
'ThU Confejjion be prudently made at a prc^ 
'Time, tbo' it bad not the Eff'cSi to fa've bis 
Ufe ^. After what has already appeared of 
this Author's Spirit, it is in vain to complain , 
of the Impiety of tliis Charge of Fraud a 
Deceit upon our Bkfled Saviour. There is < 
to whom lie niuft anfwer for it. In the mi 
|t!me, how will he anfwer to reafonable En- 
duirers the Difmgenuity of concealing, tha 
Tf/tfJ, {Q far from denying himfclf to be th 
K/'Ag' of the Jews, conftfled it before Pilate 
A'nd as to the Nature of this Kingdran he dfi 
fi6lared it not to be of this JVorld^. With wb? 
Jfconfcience now does the Confderer afk, Ijow l 
: appears by any thing recorded, that Jefus fa!^ 
plained away the kingly Office of the Mcfpt 
Explain (t away ! No. He infixed on it to tfi 
loil. But if he means to ask, whether fefi 
ever explained away the temporal Kingdom 
it is manifeft from every Part and every Cii 
cumftance of his Life, that he never claime 
it. If he means to ask, whether 'Jejui ever ea 
plained the Nature of the Kingdom f/*the MeiB 
as; what more is wanting than his Confeflion til 
Pilate, that he was Kingqfthe yews, and that 
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l^s Kingdom ims not of this ff^orld ? Was it 
not fufficiently declaring, that the ancient Pro- 
j^ecies, which foretold the Kingdom of the 
Meflias, did not mean a temporal Kingdom ? 

But if Cljriji did not pretend to temporal 
Power, the Confiderer lays, ijohy was the Go~ 
vernment alarmed and Jefus looked on as a Per/on 
dangerous to (he State^ who was the bejl Friend 
among the Jews the Roman Government had, to 
preferve the People from enthufiajiic Seditions ? 
ff^ih's be true, it was the worji Policy in the 
World for /Ai? Ramans to put him to Death'. 
The Con/iderer here has by chance deviated in- 
to more Truth than he was aware of. yejia 
wis indeed the very Perfon proper to preferve 
tfie People from enthufiaftic Seditions, and fo 
iar a Friend to the Roman Government. But 
who told him the Roman Government was 
alarmed? why he has it from the Tryal; but 
according to Cuftom has taken the Objedor's 
Words, for the Words of the Author of the 
1'rygl. And the Confiderer would not have 
argued upon this Suppofition, had he attended 
in the leaft to the Gofpel Hiftory. Where 
does he read that the R^man Government was 
a]armed, and thought fefus a Perlbn dange- 
rous to the State ? Where does he find that the 
Roman Government perfecuted him to Death ? 
The yewiJJj Government indeed did : but 
Pilate came unwillingly into their Meafures, 
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and confented not to his Death, till overl 
by Clamour and Sedition. 

What the Confiderer had in view in 
confiifed Difcourfe about Cbriji's Kingdom/ 
_ cannot guefs. He feems to think Jsfus under- 
i.jftood the Prophecies to relate to a tempraal 
"~ingdom, and in confequence claimed it, and 
lat he did not renounce a Kingdom of thii 
'brld, till driven to it by Delpair and Neccf- 
fity. But where did he learn this Secret ? not 
from the Gofpel Hiftory, nor yet from any 
Enemies of the Gofpel, whether Jews or Hea- 
thens; who never have charged y^/^-i with 
fctting up for temporal Power. The Jews 
.objedl to him the Want of temporal Power, 
'* fhich they imagine their Meflias is to exercife 
I the fullefl Extent, but never accufe him for 
fretcnding to it. One would imagine it im- 
KJffible for 'any one, who had read the four 
tofpels or any one of them, to entertain this 
Conceit. 

Look into the Gofpel ; every Page will 
afford a Proof that Jejiis, though he claimed 
Bo be the King of the yews foretold in the an- 
'cient Prophets, yet he Jifclaimed all temporal 
Power and Greatnefs. When one of the 
Scribes offered to become his Difciple, what 
Encouragement did he find ? Poflibly this Scribe 
might conceive Hopes of having a Share 
in the temporal Kingdom, which he and his 
Countrymen expedted. But our Lord unde- 
ceives him, and tells him, tbe Foxes have Ho/es^ 
3 atid 
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md the Birds of the Air have Nejls, but the 
Son of Man hath not 'where to lay his Head^, 

When our Lord fent out his twelve Difci- 
pies, he orders tliem exprefsly to preach. Jay* 
ing, the KsTJgdom of Heaven is at handK In, 
order then to eftablifli tliis Kingdom, what- 
Fewer does he give them ? were ihey to iflue., 
out Proclamations notifying that the viiflorious 
Prince was come, and calling upon all his Sub- 
jects to arm, and to attend him ? Nothing lefs. 
He gives them Power againjl unclean Spirits^ 
and to heal all Di/eafes^. But as to their Con-' 
dition in this World, he tells them, they (hould 
6e brought before Governors ' for his Sake, and 
be hated of all Men ^ -, and advifes them for 
their Safety, nvhen perfecuted in one City to fee. 
to another '. Are thefe Proofs of his claiming. 
temporal Power? 

In Uke Manner, and with like Commiflion, 
he fent out the feventy Difciples. They re- 
turn with great Joy and relate to him their 
Succefs ; hord, even the Devils are fubjeB t9 
us thro' thy Name. And hejaid unto them^ I be* 
held Satan as Lightning, falljrom Heaverf^. You 
fee it was the Kingdom of Satan he came to 
deftroy, and not the Kingdom of Cafar. 

The Apoflles were in the fame Miftake with 
the reft of their Countrymen, and expefted a 
temporal Kingdom ; and the Sons of Zebedee 
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were early Solicitors to be firft Minifters. Our 
Lord correds their Error, and tells them bis 
Kingdom was a very different Thing from 
the Kingdoms of the World. I'e know that 
they which are accounted to rule over the Gen- 
tiles, exercife Lordjbip over them — But Jo it 
JJjall not be among you ; but ivhoforjcr ivould be^ 
great among you, /hall be your Minijlfr ". 

The Onfiderer thinks no regard is to be 
had to our Lord's Confeflion before Pilate. 
Let us fee then whetjier he had not made the 
fame Declaration to the Rulers of the ye^s be- 
fore, and when he was in no immediate Danger. 

The Rulers of the yews very well knew, 
that yefus chimed to be King of the yeivs 
foretold by the ancient Prophets; and being 
poffefled with an Opinion that their wiflied for 
King was to be a tempoiul Prince, they were, 
greatly fcandallzed at his Pretenfions to be 
King of the yews, in whom they could difco-r 
ver no Power or Inclination to deliver them 
from the Roman Yoke. They determine there- 
fore to put him to the Proof, and to force 
him either to declare againfl: the Roman Govern- ' 
ment, or to renounce his Pretenfions to the 
Kingdom of Ijracl. The Pharifees and He~ 
radians addrefs him with profound Refpedt, 
the better to cover their enfiiaring Queftion : 
Majler, we know that thou art true, and teach~ 
eji the Way of God in Iruth, neither carefi 
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Jhou for at^ Man, for thou regardeji not the 
Per/on of Men. 'tell us therefore 'what thinkejl 
thou ? li it lawful to give Tribute to C^far or 
not""? Had bur Lord declared againft the Ro- 
man Power, they would have had Matter of 
Accufation againil him. Had he declared for 
it, he would in their Opinion have renounced 
his Claim to be King of the 'Ji:'ws, and given 
them an Opportunity of inflaming the People 
againft him, who could not bear the Thought, 
that the King of the fe^m fliould be fubjed: 
to the King of the Romans. But he perceived 
their Wickednefs and fatd. Shew me the Tribute 
Mofiey. When they Hiewed a Penny, he ask- 
ed, Whoie is this Image and Supcvlcription ? 
They fay unto him Ca:far'i. Then faith he unto 
them J Render therefore unto Cifar the Things 
that are CiEfar'j, and unto God the Tfjingi that 
are God'j. Could a clearer Anfwer be given 
to fhew, tliat the Kingdom to be fet up by 
God, and the Kingdom of Cajhr were confift- 
cnt together, without interfering with each 
other, fince the Jews might pay Obedience to 
both, without offending either? And if the 
Kingdom to be fet up by God according to an- 
cient Prophecies, was to fubmit to the King- 
dom of Cafar, it is manifefl it could not be a 
temporal Kingdom; nor the Prince of that 
Kingdom fuch a victorious Prince as the Scribes 
and Pharifees expected. Is not then diis An- 
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iwer to the Pbarifees and Herodians the ver] 
lame Thing with our Lord's Confefllon beforai 
Pilate^ That he was indeed King of tlie yewS], 
but bis Kingdom was not of this World. 

\ will refer the Reader but to one Pafla^ 
more on this Head. In Matt. xxi. our Lord, 
in a Parable, fiiews the Rulers of the Je^ii 
that the Kingdom tliey expeded, would, fed 
their wicked and obftinate Behaviour, be taker 
from them : an hard Leflbn for them to IcarnJ 
who expedted to conquer the World, wheii 
once their Kingdom was come ! It is faid ex 
prefsly, ^ 45. that the cliief Priefts and Phari 
{ecs perceived that he Jpake of than^ and Jbugbi 
to lay Hands on bim. 

The Author of the "Tryal had faid that 
fefia fell into Dilgmce with his Countrymen, 
and fuffcred for oppofing their Notions of % 
vidorious Meffias. To which the Conjiderer.^ 
fays, / believe it cannot be proved that Jefus 
J'uffered Jor this Cauje^. Very concife! bu! 
what Conceit muft he have of his own Opi- 
nion, if he thinks it ought to pafs withou^ 
, Proof for a fufficient Anfwer to fuch Evin 
dence ? 

The next Queilion ftarted by the CoufidcreK. 
is, " Whether Chriji foretold his own Deat^ 
" and Refurreftion ' J and he is willing t 
think he did not j but for no other Reafon tha 

" Firft Edit. p. i^. Third Edir. p. 7. "• Firft Edi 

p. 2o. Third Edit. p. 14.. 
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"find, but becaufe the Author of the 
Hryal aiTerts that he did. The Cotiftderer had 
oWerved before, that the Conqueft the Tryal 
feemi to have m^r Mr. Woolflon, ims occafioned 
bj hit granting too much" ; and he is determin- 
ed to avoid this Fault, and to grant nothing. 
lam not Jiire, fays lie, that Jefiis dtd foretell 
bis own Death and ReJiirreBion, only that the 
'E/oangeliJis fay he did; nor that he referred to 
the jiuthority of ancient Prophecies, to prove that 
the Meflias was to die and rife agatn^ only that 
I read Jo ^. What does all thia amount to? 
Has he not manitertly given up this Point to 
the Author of the 'Tryal? for what did that 
Author undertake more than to fliew from 
i the Evangelids, tlmt Chrlfl foretold his Death 
and ReJiirre6lion? and the Cmfiderer admits 
that the Evangelills indeed tell him fo. One 
■Would think now the Difpute over. No: the 
Confiderer will not take their Word. Well then ; 
"what Proof has he to the contrary ? None ; he 
'jM-etends to none; but is determined not to belieWEi 
ihem. I admire at his Modefty in calling his Book 
[an Anfwer to the 7ry«/ only ; he might with 
AS good Reafon have called it, an Anfwer to 
all that ever was, or ever will be publilhed in 
'Defence of Chriflianity; for all depends on 
the Credit of the Gofpel Hiftory. 

But he fays, the Evangelills report Prophe- 

» Firft and third Edit. p. lo. '' Fiift Eiik. p. 0.9. 
iTliirdEdit. p. 1^. 
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plive, j^/fer three Days I will rife again. 
the Cofifuierer i'ays, the 'Jews never apj 
to Pilate; but the whole Relation, 
-Word of it is a Cheat— -^excepting only 
■Worda tiMt Deceiver ; and trom thencci 
argues thus. I'he chief Priejis and Pi 
teliercd fejm to be a Deceiver ^ if ive take 
Opinionfrom their own Words, viz, ff^e rat. 
her that Deceiver faid «. From this li 
crippled, and at befl mifreprefented Piecc' 
Hirtory, the Cotifdcrer draws a Confequf ' 
which is to Itand againft the united Authi 
of all the Gofpels, ijiz.. that the feivs were per' 
fuadcd he performed m IVonders in his Life^\ 

Wliat now is to be done ? muft I tranfcribe : 
giTat Part of the Gofpels to confute fo ftiamc* 
lefs an Aflertion ? I would hope that no Chri- 
flian is fo unacquainted with tlie Hiftory of 
Chriji^ as to want any Afliftance in this Cafe. 
But however, to give Satisfaflion to all, who 
are willing to receive it, I will produce foinc 
few PafTages, in which the Scribes, Pharilees, 
"ind chief Priefts thenifelves, were either Eye- 
"witnefles of the Miracles, or appear fully ac- 
quainted with them. 

Upon our Lord's firft Appcai'ance, and hetd- 
ing all manner of Difcafes among the People, 
bis Fame wetii through all Syria~-and there fiti 

i s pirft Edit, p. jj>, aijd to ihc Gmc Purpofe, Tbj 
{die. p. 29, 

? Firft Edit. p. 38. ThirdEtiic. p. jfj. 
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Used him great Multitudes of People from Gir 
and from Decapolis, and from yerujalcttt^ 
ifromjudaa, and from beyond fordan^ U 

lipoffible when all the Countrjr was thus 

Vmed with the Miracles, that the chief 
ISnefts and Rulers {hould be tlie only Perfons 

iLicquainted with them ? Many of his Mi* 
racles were performed in public Places of Re-» 
fort, in Prefence of the Scribes and Pharifees;, 
and they twk C'Munjel againji him^ how they migkt 
dejlroy him''. But fo fir were they from de- 
nying that Miracles were wrought, that th^ 
endeavour to account for them ; this Felkif 
doth not caji out Devils, but by Beelzebub tt^ 
Prince of the Devils '. In the very Temple it-* 
fclf the Blind and the Lame came to him, and hi 
beakd them ■". And it follows immediately^ 
•when the chief Prie/ls and Pharifees Jaw tlk 
•wonderful "Things that be did- — they teere fore di^' 
pleafed. When our Lord healed the blind Man, 
who fu begging by the Way, the Pharifees had 
the blind Man before them and his Parents 
fllfo, and examined them fhidtly as to hi* 
miraculous Core ". And after all their Enquiry 
they were forced to admit the Truth of the MU 
cles, however unwilling they were to adm^ 
the divine Power of "J efts. The Scribes wefl 
Wicneffes to the Cure wrought upon one ficSi 
~ ? the Palfy, in the Prefence of a great MaU 

' Malt. iv. 2;, Iffc. ^ Mate. \'ii. 10, fcfr. 
• 34., _■* Man. xxi. 14. "Jiahn k. 
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le ". When Lazarus was raifed from the 
Dead, the chief Priefls and Pharilees debate 
in Council, what was to be done upon It : 
What do •me^ for this Man doth many Mi- 
racles " ? 

It would be endlefs to produce all the Pafia- 
ges of Scripture that fpeak to the fame Pur- 
pofe. Thefe already cited will enable the Rea- 
der to apply the reft, which fo frequemly 
occur. 

The Qu,eftion now is, What Effea thefe 
Miracles had upon the Scribes and chief Priefts ? 
That they were extremely alarmed appears 
plainly, and that they fought his Life, as the 
only Method to flop the Influence he gained 
over the People, is notorious. But were they 
clear of all Doubts thenifelves ? Hnd they no 
Mifgivings of Mind, that he might potiibly 
be what he pretended to be? Confider their 
Behaviour after they had iccured his Perfon, 
and carried him before Pilate: They accufe 
him of many Things, and among the rell, ■ of 
Sedition againft the Roman Government. Had 
they believed it themfelves, what need of fur- 
ther Examination ? What Occafion had they 
to enquire of a Cheat and an Impoftor, whether 
he was the Cbrijl of God, or no? And yet the 
chief Priefls made this Enquiry with the ut- 
moft Concern and Solemnity : / adjure thea 
by the living God, that thu tell us, whether 

EMafk ii, (J, "John xi. 47. 

thou 
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••the Cbri/i the Son of God". Had the 
ief Priefl no Sufpicion, no Jealoufy that he 
ight be the Chri^, when ]ie niade this fo- 
lemn Adjuration to him ? Would he have ufed 
tlie fame Form to the fame Purpofe to Borah- 
has or any other common Malefador ? The 
Thing fpeaks itfelf, and fhews the Anxiety of 
Mind under which the chief Priefl: aded, and 
how far he was from being fatisfied, tliat yc~ 
fus was an Impoftor and a Deceiver. 

When our blcfled Lord hung ujxin the Crofs* 
the chief Priefts and Elders recovered Spirit 
and faid, — he faved others, himfelf he cannot 
fave p. He faved others ! What 1 do they mean _ 
that he never wrought any Miracles, as the 
Conftderer fuppofes ? Quite otherwife, they ac-, ; 
knowledge his Miracles by which others were 
faved, referring ('tis probable) to his raifing the 
Dead ; but they imagined now they had found 
the Extent of his Power, and that he could not 
fave himfelf. It will perhaps be I'aid, this was 
Mockery. Be it fo ; there was no Mockery 
in faying, he faved others; the Infult isexpref-. 
fed in the other Part, himfelf he catmot fave. '. 
They go on with their Mockery ; if he be the 
King of Ifrael, let him now come down from the 
. 'O-ofs. But why all this Triumph in being de- 
"leered from the King of Ifrael? had they ne- 
■ fufpeded that he might poffibly prove fo 



• Matt. xxvi. 6^. ' Ibid, xxvii. ^i. 
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, what Occafion for this fuddcn Joy and 
Exultation ? 

Bui this Mirth did npt kfl: long. When 
Cbriji died, Nature feemed to die with him; 
there was Darknefs over all the Earth, the Sun 
was darkened and the Vail of the 'temple icas 
rent in the Midft\ The Bj)mjn Centurion 
was fo affeited with it, that he gkrijicd God 
Jayirig, This was a righteous Man. And all the 
People that came together to that Sight, behold- 
ing the 'Things which were done, fimte their 
Breajls and returned ', In what Manner the 
chief Priefls and Scribes behaved on this Oc- 
cafion, we are not told. Probably they with- 
drew filently, unwilling to difcover any Fear 
or Apprchenlion before die People. But could 
tliey be unafFedted ? If ever iliey had heard of 
our Lord's Propiiecy, that he would rile again, 
could they help renienibring it now? They 
had feen him expire on the Crofs, but that was 
no Eafe to their Minds in reflecting on the Pro- 
phecy of his Refurredion ; for he had foretold 
his Death and the Manner of it, as well 
his Rcfurrciition. The firft Part tliey had feen 
accompliflied, and had Reafon to tear the laft 
would be fo. 

Lay thefe Things together : The chief 
Priefts Iiad been Witnef&s of his Power to 
work Miracles in his Life Time; they knewr 
he claimed to be King of the Jews, they 

' Luke xstii. 44, 45. '*47, 43. 
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knew he had owned to Pilate^ that he was 
King of the Jews ; and under a moft folemn 
Adjuration from the chief Prieft, even when 
he was his Prifbner, he had confefled that he 
was the Cbriji the Son of God, and that they 
ihould fee him again coming in Glory. They 
had heard him even on the Crofs maintain his 
Charader, and promife Paradife to the peni- 
tent Thief; they faw the Sun darkened, the 
Veil of the Temple rent s the Roman Guard at 
the Crofe, and all the Spectators aftonifhed.— 
Surrounded with this amazing Scene, could 
they defpife the Predictions of liis Rcfurredion ? 
O^d they remember them without great Ap- 
preheniions, that they might prove true ? Who- 
ever can fuppofe it, not only contradicts the 
exprefs Declaration of the Gofpel Hiftory, but 
fhews himfelf to be but little acquainted with 
the Sentiments of human Nature. 

But here the Conjiderer flops us again. He 
fays, he finds no Account^ where or when fuch 
fiiblic Prophecy was delivered before the Priejis 
and Pharijees^ in any of the four Evangelijls *. 
But what if fuch Prophecies were delivered be- 
fore others, and reported by Perfons of Credit, 
to the chief Priefts and Pharifees, will not that 
be fufficient ? He thinks not ; but all the Rea* 
fon he has for thinking fo is, becaufe they fay 
to Pilate, We remember that Deceiver faid^ while 
be was yet alive ^ After three Days I will rife 

• Firft Edit. p. 23. Third Edit. p. i(f. 
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agam. Ntnv, fays he, the Words^ we reir 
ber, fignify that they heard bim Jay Jo. It i 
hard Work to be obliged to defend againft fud 
- Writer, not only common Senfe, but coi 
f mon Language. Where does he learn that t 
Word remember is never ufed, but of Th 
fpoken dircdtly to ourfelves? Cannot a J 
remember what lie reads and what 
ported to him ? The chief Priefts do not 1 
We remember he faid TO us, but, We rcmemberm 
/aid, 'while he was yet alive ; but to whom T 
faid, or how it came to their Knowledge, thej 
do not fay. 

The (j)njidercr thinks the 'Jews could 
l^LjJolTibly underftand, what our Saviour faid 
H^:^e Sign of "Jonas, to relate to his Refurretfiia 
* * I diiFer entirely with him ; and though I do n<| 
fuppofe our Saviour did intend it as a clear Pro 
phecy, to be undcrftood at the Time it ■ 
I'poken ; yet the Words ufed canie fo near to a 
Dcfcription of a Refurredtlon, that if once the 
"Je^i became at all apprehenfive of a Refur- 
reiftion, they could not but apply our Savioui ' 
Words to it. But be this as it will; let 1 
examine whether the chief Prierts and Scrib< 
had not other Ways of coming to the Know 
ledge of what they affirm, that "Jejiu faid ," 
his Life Time, After three Days I ivill j 
again. 

The Confiderer admits that our Lord did fiifl 
Times foretell to his Difciples, that he Ihouldl 
die and rife again the third Day. So 




taid clear he takes tliefe Predictions to be,' tnat 
be cannot believe there is any Truth in the 
Gofpel, when it tells us, the Difciples qnder- 
fiood them not. But though they did not un- 
derftand the Meaning of the Prophecy, for 
Hxafons to be given hereafter, yet they under- 
ilood the Language, or the Import of the 
Words ; or elfe what did St. Pefer (if he un- 
tbrllood not the Words) reprove his Lord for, 
when he foretold this Event? If they under- 
ftood the literal Senfe of the Words fpoken to 
them, they miglit report them, and others un- 
dcrftand the Meaning, thoiigii ihey did not. 
And thus at leaft, the chief Priefts might come 
to know, that y^/us had foretold his Refur- 
redjon. 

But the Omfiderer Teems to fuppofe that thefe 
Prediitions were private, . given to the Apollles 
only, and that they were enjoined Secrecy ; 
and for the Sake of his Argument, he is wil- 
ling for once to fuppofe the Apoftles to aft ho- 
ncftly, and to keep the Secret; and confe- 
quently that the Report of thele Prophecies 
could not reach the chief Priefts. But his Rea- 
foning is founded on two Miftakfes; for firft it 
does not appear that all the five Predictions 
were made to the Apoftles only. Secondly, 
it is plain in the Gofpei Hiftory, Secrecy was 
not enjoined with refpe£t to thefe Predictions, 

A little Attention to the Hiftory will clear up 
thele FaCts. 

We read in St. Luke of Cbrift'% Difciples, 
G 7, before 
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B ever be had chofen Apoftles ; 
iaid exprdsly, Luke vi. 13. He 
Difcii^es to ijOT, and out of tbem j 
fttv/iv, wbom aljb be named jlpylhs 
3? 17. ihey are diftinguiftied from the 
pony of DifcipUs, who attend him. 
t'uxkt Difciples or Apoftles are fent out \ 
preach, Luke ix. i. Seventy other DifdpJ 
are fent with like Cbmmitnon, Tjuke x. 
Thefe laft were Difdples, though not Apoftic 
This being tlie Cafe, there is no Reofon 1 
conclude, that when the Golpel tells us, 
our Lord made any Declaration to his Difc 
pies, that fuch Declaration was made to tf 
Apoftles only. And it is obfervable, that whi 
the Evangclifts intend to difliinguilh the Ap 
ftles from other Difciples, they call them eidi 
Apojlks, or the 'twehe, and not fimply EH 
ciples. Thus, Luke ix. i . ff^ben he had called th 
twelve Difciples, he gave them Pmver, &i 
St. Mattheiv Ukewife denotes by the Cime Cha 
rafter hii twelve Difciples, x. i. and in 
following Verfe calls them Aprflks. In 
vi*'' of St. fohn the Diftindion is moft evi 
dent; at 3f'66. we read, From that 'Time mart^ 
of his Difciples ivent hack, and walked no man 
with him. It follows; then /aid fefus unt\ 
the Twelve, JVill ye alfo go away ? The DiC 
ciples then prefent at our Lord's Difcourfi 
were more, probably many more, than the Apo- 
itics. It is not therefore necefTaiily to be corv 
eluded, that, when our Saviour foretold his 
Refurd 
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F^Eftftirrcftion to his Difciples, none were pre- 
fent but the twelve Apoftles. 

Let us now take the Predi£tions as they are 
ranged by the Conjiderer. The firft is made to \ 
the Difciples'' 5 the fecond only to Peter, 
yames, -ixiAJohn^; the third to his Difciples'^ j 
and the fourth and fifth were to the twelve 
Apoftles only =. And it is obfervable, that 
all the Evangelifts who mention the fecond 
Prediction, take Care to inform us, that it was 
given to Peter, J^'^^^, and J^l^n only ; and all 
who report the fourth and ftfch, fay exprefsly, 
it was given to the Twelve only. How comes 
it then to f)afs, that in reporting the firil and 
third, they leave it at large, and tell us that 
thefe PrediiiVions were made to the Difciples ? 
Is there not Reafon to fuppofe, that they were 
made to more than to the Twelve, who in the 
other Inftances are diftinguiflied as the only 
Perfons prefent ? 

The Conjiderer obferves upon the third Pre- 
diftion, that St. Mark fays, he pajfed througb 
Galilee, and would not that any Man Jbould 
hufw it, for he taught his Difciples, 'the Son of 
Man is delivered, Gfc. -. end fl:iall rife the third 
Day ''. Upon which the Conjiderer fays, Ob~ 
Jerve — the Reafon ijohy Jefus dejired Privacy 

* Mace. xvi. 17. 21, &c. Mark viii. 27. 51. Luke 
ix. 18. 22. ' Mar. xvii. i, 5. Mark ix. 3. 9. 

' Matt, xvii, 19. 22. Markix. 29. 31. " Mace. xx. 
17, tff. Mark K. 32, i^c. Luke xvii. 31, i^c. Mat. 
pvi. 20. 31. Markxiv. 17. 38. fMarkix. 3o,fc^<:. 
was. 
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was, becaufe be told this to bis DifcipleSy 
would have no Body elfe know it. That < 
Saviour told this to the Diiciples and not to t 
Multitude, is admitted. But the Queftlon i 
who thefe Difciples were, whether the TwelJ 
only, or others together with them; and i" 
Cotijiderer's Obfervation is of no Moment ■ 
wards determining this Point. 

I do not pretend to affirm, that the Twelv^ 
may not be fometimes meant, where Difciples 
only are mentioned without any other Diftin- 
dUon ; but, for the Reafons given, the CoJifidert 
had no Right to take it for granted, that a 
the Predictions were given to the Twelve on 
ly, and to raife Speculations upon this Suppq 
fition. 

Had the Confiderer known, what a due j 
tention to the Gofpels would have taught hie 
the Reafon of our Lord's opening to his Dii 
ciples and Apollles the Sufferings he was 
undergo, he would not have liifpeded any De 
ceit in his CondutS. When our Saviour ga 
thered Difciples at firil, and out of them cholj 
twelve Apoflles, he fent them out to preach tha 
the Kingdom was at hand, and gave them gr« 
Powers over unclean Spirits, and all Difeafej 
After fome time he enquires of them, wha 
the World thought of him ; they report t( 
him the different Opinions the Country had ( 
him. He then afks, But whom fay ye that . 
tim ? Peter in the Name of the reit anfwers, 
Thou art the Cbrifi. Upon which lie began 
imme- 
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rSncdiately (as the three EvangelHls exprdly 
obferve) to teach them what things the Son 
of Man fliould luffer, and that he Ihould rife 
the third Day. Confider now what was the 
Connexion between St. Peter's Confetiion, and 
the PrediiSion of the Sufferings and Refunec- 
tion of Chriji, which fo clofely followed it. 
The Difciples had preached the Approach of 
the Kingdom, liad fbimd, by the Powers be- 
ftowed on them, what Power their Mafter 
had ; and our Lord now perceived upon the 
Confeflion of Peter, that they took him to be 
the Chriji. He well underllood what Confe- 
quences this Notion would produce j he knew 
the Opinion of the Jews in general, and of the 
Difciples too, was, I'hat Chrtji abidethfor ever K 
and was to be fubjei5l to no Power, but to 
exercife Power and Dominion without End^ 
which they likewife apprehended to be tem- 
poral Power and Dominion. Our Lord, who 
took all proper Occafions to difclaim temporal 
Power, found it necefljry now to guard the 
Gonduifl of his DJIciples, who were very likely 
to give Umbrage to the Jews, by the Hopes 
they conceived themfelves of feeing their Ma- 
iler a great temporal Prince. To prevent thefe 
ill EfFeds, he charges them in the firft Place 
to tell no Man, that he -was the Chrifl ; for fuch 
open Declaration to the People, confidering 
wiiat Notion they had of the Chrifl they ex- 
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ied, would have amounted to a Claim 1 

teinporal Power, In the next place, to mo 

derate the Expedatioiis of his Difciples, ani 

to beat down the Pride and Vanity, whic 

would naturally arife from them, he tells thea 

" le was to fufFer many things, and even Deatl 

*T; but at the fame time, to keep thei 

abfolute Defpair, he gives them to under^ 

;d that he fhould rife again. 

Tliis Doftrine he began to teach upon 

icafion mentioned, as the Evangelifts parti 

larly remark, intimating that it was frequent 

repeated and inculcated. So little were t' 

Tciples prepared to receive it, that St. Peti 

luked his Mafter for talking about fuffering 

If it far from thee. Lord ; This J). 'all not be unt 

ibee *'. Which explains anotlier Pai&ge in th 

following Chapter, very much abufed by th 

Cotijiderer^ where our Saviour foretells agair 

The Son ofManjhall be betrayed into the Ham 

of Men. — ^lieyjhall kill him^ and the thtr 

Day hefjall rife again ; and they were exceedin 

Jorrtmful '\ He fubjoins to this a Paflage froi 

St. Mark, where our Saviour tells the Difci 

)les, the Son of Man mttjl be killed, and, after h 

killed^ beJhaUri/e the third Day : and I 

lerftood not that Saying ''. Hear now tl 

^Ti/iderer j 'Ttis equally firange, lays he, 



^^ij}les, 
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.Confidernow; it was the general and 

terfuafion of all the Jews, of the Rulers and 
fiifciples equally, that the Chrijly whenever he 
Came, ivas /o abide for ever ; to be a Prince of 

I f*ower, to fubdue his and his Country's E- 
Jiemies with uninterrupted Succefs, This 

, -Propolicion therefore, that the Chriji piould die^ 
according to the Jeu-ijh Notion, contained an 
abfolute Abfurdity. Now the Difcipks were 
ilrong in this Opinion, that JeJUs was the 
Chrifi; they were confirmed in it by every 
frefh Inftance of Power and Authority which 
they faw him exert. Our Lord was fenfible 
how this Opinion would operate, and therefore, 
from the Time that he found they believed 
him to be the Chrijl^ he began to preach to 
them, what he was to fuffer, and that he was 
to die and rife again. How they received thefc 
Declarations, appears from St. Peters rebuk- 
ing our Lord for making them, and from ma- 
ny other Inftances which need not be parti- 
cularly referred to. Add to this, that all their 
Hopes, all their Expeiftations depended on their 
Mafter's being a powerful Prince. So that to 
think of his dying was contrary to all they 
believed of Chn'/i, and contraiy to all they 
lioped for themfelves. To overcome all their 
Prejudices and all their Paflions at- once was 
more than they were able to do. The Pro- 
phecies fpoke fo plainly of the Sufferings of 
Cbriji, that they were furprifed and afflided to 
hear them; but how to underftand them ihey 
I knew 
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Knew not, becaufe taken literally they appcarol 
inconfiflent witli the Faith they had protefled, 
that Je/us ivas the Cbr'ijl. As little did they 
apprehend what rifmg again nieant ; and boi 
(hould they underftand it? Since they could 
conceive how he could dye, they could hai 
no Notion how, or in what Manner, he a 
rife. Poffibly they thought there was foi 
thing myfterious in it. It was ufual with thi 
Mafter to difcourfe them, as well as tlie Mi 
titude, in Parables ; and to ufe common Ex— ^ 
preflions in a Senfc that was hidden and myfte- 
rious. They had been long accuftomed to 
this Sort of Language, and had frequently^ 
been puzzled with k. When he bade them tnl 
beware of the Leaven of the Pharijee's ^; thqj 
had little Doubt about the Meaning of fo con3 
mon a Phrafe, but the Matter they quite. mJ-1 
ftook. And when he was in the Temple, dit 
puting with the yewifj Doftors, he faid he 
was about bis Father's Bujinefs^; the literal 
Senfe of the Words was obvious enough, but 
the Meaning was not underftood. He told his 
Difciples at another Time, that he had Meat to 
eat, which they knew not of" ; not meaning, 
they were ready to underftand it, commi 
Food, but fomething of quite another 
ture. 

Thus when our Lord talked to his Difcipli 
of fuffering and dying, though fuch Langiu 

fMatt. xvi, 6. *Lul(C ii. 45. * Johnir. 3a 
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' tt die firft muft needs alarm and afflia them, 
yet it was according to their Notions impofii- 
6le to be true in the literal Senfe. What then 
was more natural than to conclude, that their 
Mafter had fonie hidden Meaning ? We have 
a plain Inftance of this in a like Cafe, The 
"Jews looked upon a Man as defiled, that had 
eaten with unwafhed Hands ; but our Saviour 
tells the Scribes and Pharifees, Not that which 
^ih into the Mouth defileth a Man, but that 
which Cometh out". What Words could be 
plainer? But the Thing being fo oppofite to 
yewifi Maxims and Pradllce, the Difciples no 
more underftood how it could be, than how 
the MeJJits could fuifer and dye ; and therefore 
Ptter defires his Mafler to declare unto them the 
Parable". Theie Prepofleifions continued 'till 
after the Refuireftion. When their Lord was 
crucified, all their Hopes dyed with him ; and 
when he was riien again, it was fome Time 
before they could credit their own Eyes, and 
be perfuaded that they really beheld him. As 
ftrange as this may appear to the Coiifiderer, I 
can fee nothing unnatural in it. 

Suppofe now this Account of the Difciples 
Want of Underftanding to be true, it fliews 
indeed their Honefty and Sincerity in report- 
ing it fairly. But fuppofe (as the Confiderer 
fuppofes) that it is all forged, I would ^ifi 
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1tno\F, what Policy there was in the Conti 
Vance. He lays, he lulpeas fome frauduh 
Dejign in it; but what Purpofe w^-s or couT 
. be ferved by this Fraud ? Did the ApoftI 
: any thing, either Honour or Protit, 1 
eiajin:^ their own Prejudices and Hardrt 
FBelfef? i 

' But what is to be laid for the chief Prief^ 
k)w came they to be apprehenfive of 
£furrc£tion. They no more believed 
irt^ the King of the Jeus could dye ai 
life again, than the Difciples did. Very triii 
but that Prejudice flood not in their Way, f 
they did not admit y^fiis to be Chriji. 
they had, rhey would not have attempted 
kilt him. Why then did they fear his Refii 
redion ? The plain and clear Anfvver is, " 
caufe he had foretold it : for it v/as one ThiK 
to believe him to be a great Prophet, and aiK 
ther to believe him to be the Chrijl. Th 
this was a well known Diftindtion amongft tl 
yiTii}! appears from the Difcoupfe of the t^ 
Diiciples going to £ff;/«i7//j; who, though they 
had given over alt Hopes that Jejiis was the 
Chriji^ were ftiU firm in the Perfuafion that 
he was a Prophet mighty in Deed and Word h 
Jore God and aU the Pecpk '. Now the y« 
had been Witncfles to fo many Wondci 
Miracles wrought by him, that, whether the^ 
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'■r Aoaght him to be the Cbrifi or no, tliey could 
not but fufpeiil that he was a great Prophet at 
leaft, and might polTibly come from the Grave 
armed with Power, to take Vengeance of their 
wicked and cruel Treatment of htm. This 
was but a natural Apprehenfion; and their 
Fears and guilty Confciences added Weight to 
every Sufpicion of this Kind ; and they were 
exactly in Herod's die, who, when he heard 
the Fame of the great Miracles which yejits 
performed, faid. This is "John the Baptifi, he 
is rifen from the Dead; therefore mighty fVorh 
do Jhew forth tbemfehes in hm s. What is 
there in this, that is not natural and pro- 
bable? 

Let us hear what the Confiderer fays to it : 
^ we take the Opinion of the chief Priefls and 
Pharifees from their cwn Words ^ as delivered by 
St. Mattliew, they believe Jefus was a Deceiver ^, 
and appear afraid, not oj his rifing in the Day^ 
but of the Difcipks flealing him aniDiry in the 
Night K All that the Corfiderer fays here de- 
pends upon his fuppoling, that the chief Priefls 
and Pharifees fpoke their real Sentiments to Pi- 
late widiout any Difguife j for otherwife, ii" 
they ufed any Art, or formed a Story merely 
as a Pretence to obtain a Guard to watch the 
S^lchre, nothing can be concluded from 

"Matt. xiv. 3, '' Firll: Edit. p. 37. ' Third 

Edit. p. 25. 
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' ^hat they tell Pilate, but this only, that th( 
wanted a Guard to lecure the Sepulchre. Pi 
the Cale that they were convinced of his Mi. 
racles, apprifed of the Prophecy of his Refup 
reftion, and udder a real Apprehenfion, th 
it might be fulfilled ; and that, to fatisfy tht 
Doubts, they wanted to get a Guard ; 1 wouh 
iain know what fore of Speech to Pilate, th 
Confiderer would make for them. Would h 
have them fay, •' Sir, this Perfon whom yo 
" crucified at our Inftigation was indeed 
" mighty Prophet, and the Hand of God wa 
** with him in performing many wonderfii 
*' Works: He faid too in his Life Time, thg 
" he would rife from tlie Dead after thri 
" Days, and we are Very apprehenfive 
*' he will rile indeed. Let therefore tbe S 
" pulchre be guarded." If thefe had been ii 
deed their real Sentiments, would they hai 
told them to Pilate., after they had extortt 
from him the Condemnation of "Jejus, by n 
prefenting him as a Malefadlor worthy of Death 
and as an Enemy to the Roman Government' 
No body can think it. They were under j 
Necefiiiy, whatever their private Thought 
were, of carrying on the Shew before Pilati 
of treating yefus as a Deceiver, and pretendinj 
another Reafon than the true one for defirioj 
a Guard, "uiz. for fear his Difciples fhouli 
Ileal away the Body. To argue therefore 
'lat the chief Priefts really believed all tha 
they 
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itxsy pretended to PUate, is chitdifti aiid ri* 
(iicalous. 

I have laid together the feveral Predldions 
of our Lord's Refurredlion, and the Circum- 
ftances that attended them, in order to fhew, 
what little Reafon the Confiderer had to fuppofc 
the chief Priefts entire Strangers to them ; up- 
on which one Mllhke all his Reaibning againfl 
guarding and fealjng the Sepulchre depends. 
The Corfiderer ailerts, that the chief Priefts 
had no Prophecy of the Refurreftion, but 
what could be deduced from the Sign of Jo^ 
nas ; and that, he fays, could not be under- 
flood by them. Let us admit it, and fee what 
the Confequence will be. Is a Prophecy no 
Prophecy unlefs it can be underftood by every 
Body at the Time it is given ? If the Confiderer 
can perfuade tlie World of this, he will do 
more towards deftroying the Credit of Pro- 
phecy, than all his PredecefTors have done from 
Celfm to this Time, We often find Jefm 
^)^ing to the "Jews in Parables, and explain- 
ing them clearly to his Difciples. The Cafe 
here was much the fame "with refpetil: to the 
Prophecies of the Refurredtion. Thofe to his 
Difciples were clear ; thofe to the Scribes enig- 
matical, yet delivered in Terms fo correfpond- 
ing to the Event, that, when the Event hap- 
pened, the "Jeujs could not doubt whether the 
Prophecy related to it. The lame may be 
" i of that other Prophecy ; Deftroy this Te??;- 
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&, and in tbree Days I -will raife it up '. 

)!fciples underftood not this, till after 'Jei 
h Was rifen ; but when the Event had explain( 
L'ibe TeiViis, the Propliecy was clear, and h! 
I%e Effedl that all Prophecy is meant to hail 
*"iat isihen tbeJbtng comes io pafs, in^e may I 

But the Confiderer thinks the Prophecy fro 
lie Cafe oi'JonaSy not only dark and nnintt 
"ile at firit ; but, when iinderftood and at 
blied to the Refurredtion, y<V//f m Fs£i in i% 
KeJpcBs ; I fuppofe h'e means it did not coi 
'end to the Fad foretold in two Refpefl 
Let us hear the Charge. 

Firft, ^be Son of Man 'was to lie th 

and three Nigbts in tbe Earth ; ivherA 

^fus iay ha the Time of one Day and a f. 

wf is t-wo Nights and a Day '. Secondly, % 

fep^M promifed to be given, was not given to tin 

"f'wai promifed to \ i, e. to that evil and ade 

sous Generation. 

It is fomewhat ftrangc, that this great Wi 

: fliould be content to tread the dull Roi 

' vulgar Infidels and Sceptics ; repeating Di 

ulties and Objeiftions, that have been atho 

Efind Times propofed, and as often confutetl 

ut it is flill more ftrange, that they (hould 1 

ich as are fully confidered, and inoft cleai^ 

plained in the very Book he profeffes to ai 

" John ii. ip. 

^ FirltEdit. p. 27. Third Edit, p. 19. 
» Firft Edit, p, 28. Third Edit. p. 20. 
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fwer. How comes be to pals over all that is 
iaid in the I'rya! upon this Point ? Why Tuch an 
afieiSed Silence here ? It would by no Means 
have anfwered the Confiderer's Purpofe, to take 
Notice how that Author has explained Cbri/l's 
lying three Days in the Sepulchre; but 1 can 
promife the Reader, it will abundantly anfwer 
his Trouble to confult bim upon this Subje*fl ; 
and, if he has any Doubts or Scruples in the 
Point, he may there receive Satisfadlion, It 
may be unneceflary to add any thing to what 
has been already laid ; but that the Cot^dersr 
may not think himfelf entirely neglected, I 
fliall give a fliort Anfwer to his Objeftion, re- 
ferring for the reft to the I'ryal itfelf. 

It is well known that the ynm reckoned their 
Time intlullve ; in their Computation of 
Days, the firft Day and the laft were includ- 
ed in the Number. From one Sabbath to 
another they reckoned eight Days, and this 
when the Computation begun at the Clofe of 
the firft, and ended at the very Beginning of 
the fecond. And yet in this Cafe there can- 
not be more than fix folar Days and fevenNights j 
and confequently there is the very fame Defici- 
ency of two Days and a Night, which the Con- 
Jiderer charges upon the Account given of Chrift'% 
Refurreffion. Three Nights and three Days, or 
three vu;t;9^'jct£g«, were in common Language the 
lame as three Days : They were'equivalent Ex- 
preflions and ufed the one for the other '. 

■ So fortj' Days and forty Nighcs, an Expreflion often 
■—wed in the Old Teftamtnt and :hs An;', WiS the (amc 

K St. Zk^ 
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"St, Luh >> fays, the Child ye/as was n( 
circumcifefl, 'tiU eight Days were accompl'Jhed[ 
as ftrong an Exprefiion, one would think, ai 
eight Days and eight Nights ; and yet the Birdi 
might, according to the known Way of reckon- 
ing in this Cafe, be at the Clofe of the firft 
and the Circumcifion at the Beginning of thi 
laft. Again ; The Words after three Dof 
are very flill and expreffive, and how are we tj 
underftand them ? The chief Priefts will 
form lis. Sir^ fay tliey to Pilate, ise remcmhei 
that Decei'uerfoid, while he was yet a/ive, Af- 
ter three Days I "will rife again ; and yet theli 
Demand is that the Sepnlchre be guarded on^ 
//// the third Day. He has here the Authoriq 
of his own Friends, the chief Priefts and Pha^ 
rifees^ that after three Days, and till the thiri 
Day, are equivalent Expreffions, and were fo xt- 
fed and fo undcrftood in the common Languaj * 
of the Country. We have then the concurrei 
Evidence of the chief Priefts and the Difciple 
and that too in a Point, wliich neither of thei 
could miftake ; unlefs you can fuppofe then 
not to underftand the Language of their owa 
People. How the Expreflions, three Days a/A 
three Nights, after three Days, on the thiA 
Day', are to be underftood, Cbriji himfelf hai 

as fony Days; the firft Day and the laft being i 
reckoned aa a complete tuMSnfiij-oi, or Night end D^ 
though only a Portion of it. 

» Chap. ii. 21. 

•The JiwS) 'tis plain, were not acciiTQCe to the -1*1- 
exactly 



^^■q)refly (hewn long enough before his Death 
P and Refurre£Uon : / ti) Cures to day end to 

, ler in iheir Reckoning of Time. I fliall give the Rea- 
der one Inllsnce amongft many to be found in the 
Scriprures, Ic is 2 Kings xviii, 9, 10. jinil it came tt 
pe/i in the fourth Tear of King Hexekiah (lulnch war 
the feventh Tear of Hofea Son ef Elah King of ffrael) that 
Saimanefer King of Affyria came up againft Samaria arU 
hejiegtdit^ and at the End of three Years took it. What caa 
be (Ironger or more precifc, than this appears to be* 
Would the Reader imagine it could mean any thing left 
ihan three Years complete? And yet it is certainly not 
(b to be underftood ; for after the Words at the End of 
three Tears, it follows immediately, even in the ftxih Ytttr 
9/ Hezekiah {that is, in the ninth Tear of Hefca) Sajnaria 
wai taken. Now it is evident to Ijghr, that if at the End 
ef three Tears was intended to fignify three Years com- 
plete, Hezekiah tnuft have been in his feventh, and Hafa 
10 his tenth Year, when Saraarla was taken. — Afcer all, our 
Saviour himfelf is the heft Interpreter of his own Language. 
In the many Predictions of his Refurreftion the moft 
ufual Expretfion is the third Day, fometimes it is after 
three Dsys, and once three Days and three Nights, in 
which cafe the Expreffion feems to be varied for no other 
ReafoQ than to accommodate it to the Language and 
Story of Jonas. Can it now be fuppofcd, that fpeaking 
of the fame Event, he does not mean the lame Note of 
Time, though the Expreffion Is 3 little varied ? If then 
one of the ExptelEons happens to be clear, the natural 
tai rational Way is to explain (lie reft by it. Now this 
Expreflion the third Day has notbii^ of Obfairiry in ir, 
and confcquenily will help us to underftand the reft. I 
would fain know what view our Saviour could polEbljr 
have in applying thefe fevcral Exprefllons to the fame 
Even:, as implying the fame Note of Time? or what 
Jmereft the ApofUes could have in publilhing it to the 
World, had they not been the common Language of the 
Country, well known, and well underftood by every one, 
a-: meaning one :iiid ihe fame thing ? Such a Condudl' 

K 2 morio-j3 



( 68^ 

Tffw^ and the third Day IJhall be perfeSled* 
'cxadly conformable to the Cafe of a Perfon taken 
ill one Day, being blooded t]ie fccond, and 
dying the third, as ftated in the 'Tryah. 

Neither JcTi;s nor Heathens of old ever c 
jc£ted, that the Refurredion fell out too foe 
for the Prcdidion •, or that the Language ( 
Scripture in this Point was not conftftent. The^ 
knew very well it was the current Langua^ 
of the Country^ and the ufual Method of Com* 
putation. The Honour of flatting fuch Ob- 
jedtions, is referved for the wife Men of th^ 
Age ; who, knowing little of ancient Ufagej 
and Cuftoms, are perpetually from their owa 
Miftakes raifing ObjeiSions againft the Gofpel," 
and fuch as the ancient and more learned Itv^ 
fidels would have been aOiamed of. 

But the Qinjiderer has another Difficulty yet 
behind, with regard to this Hiftory of Jonai 
'the PredsSiion, he fays, ivas not fulfilkd^ 6e» 
caiife the Sign promij'ed to be given was not giix 
to tlxfe it was promifed to, i. e. to the evil a 
adulterous Generation. 

Where does the Confiderer find the PromilJ] 
he talks of? I can fee no fuch Promife in thi 
Words referred to. ChriJittWs them no SiglJ 
fliould be given, but that of the Prophet yonas, 
What does he engage for here ? that he woulc 

would only have expofed both Mafter and Difciples tj 
5eom and Concempr, See Bijhep Pearibo'; Expofuion ^ 
the Creed, and Bijhop Kidder'j Ditnanjlromi of the Met 
Jias, ufmn this ^itide, 

i Lukxiil 3J. "Page 48. 
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f ffppear to them in Perfon after the Refurrec- 
tioD ? There is not a Word about it. The 
Promife, if you will have it a Promife, was 
only that he would lie three Days in the Sepul- 
chre. If this was not a Sign to the Jews^ nothing 
could be a Sign to them, for they Iiad the Evi- 
dence of their ownEyes, andoftheirownGuards- 

But this Part of the Gorpei-Hiftory, the 
Cm/iderer will not admit ; and he thinks hini- 
felf able to prove the whole a Forgery. Let 
him fpeak his own Senfe of this Matter ; That 
the Priefts and Pharifces^/ m Watch, and that 
even the Difciples themjehes 'were mt forewarn- 
ed of their Maftcr'i rijing again, will more fully 
appear by the FaSls zvhich the Evangelifls them- ■ 
Jehes relate ^. 

Let us now attend to the Reafons, that arc 
to fupport this bold Undertaking. He firfl: 
gives St. JoIm's Account of the Care taken of 
the Body by Nicodcmus ; who, together with 
yofeph, took the Body of Jejiis and ivoimd it in 
linen Cloths -with the Spices, and laid tt in 
the Sepulchre «. 

Upon thefe Fafts the Confuierer argaes thns. 
He ilippofcs, and very juftly, that when the 
chief Priefts placed a Guard on the Sepulchre, 
they took Care to fee that the Body was there j 
and tlien fays, ^' they p-w-tke Body,, they muji 
needs fee Ijow it was Jpiced, or preferred Jor 
keeping, if it ivas done ; they could not fee one 
•without the other ^. It is to little Purpofc 'to 

^ - *Fii&. Edi:. p 34, Third Edir. p. 25. ' lb. * lb. 
difpute 
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^j^Slputc thefe Circumftanccs ; it is fufEcient ^ 
iliew, that his Obfervation is not fupported' 
by the Text he pretends to build on. St. 'jobn 
iays, the Body with the Spices 'was u-ouad uf> in, 
Unen Qoths ; and without Doubt the Spi^ 
lay next the Body, and were covered by t 
iinen Cloth; and the Corpfe bound in iin( 
anight be ieen, without feeing the Spici 
tSuppofe, however, that they faw the Spic< 
and how the Body was preferved for keeping" 
why then he fays, PFould they not thoiy being 
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Witnejjes of that, have taken the Soldiers hack^^ 
rejling contented that his Dijciples hiew TWtbir^^ 
of any Prophecy of his ri^ng again ; and theref^^M 
_ , fould have tio Defign under that Pretence to Jie^^ 
m^^gway the Body, and report he was rifen F ^M 

^^^- It is hard to make out the Scnfe of this RealbinH 
ing i but if it has any, it ftands upon thefe very 
abfurd Suppofitions, i.That had the Difciples 
expeded a Refurredion, they would not have 
buried the Body, according to the Cuftom 
of the Country, with Spices, but would 
have faved that Expence as being unneceflary,- 
2. That this was a fufficient Ground for tb 
chief Priefts to conclude, that the Difciple 
cxpeited no Refurreiftion. 3. That they wen 
governed in this Affiiir merely by what thei 
knew or believed of the Sentiments of thd_ 
Difciples. As to the firft of thele Suppofi- 
tions, the fpicing or not fpicing the Body could 
|iave no Influence on the Refurredtion ; and , 
f iterefore the Difciples could not be deter-J 
mined.l 
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17 acid or omit Spices, by dietr believ- 
ing or not believing the Refurreftion, Had 
they expeded fully that 'Jefm would rife. 
Would that have prevented their fliewing the 
cotnmon Refpedl to their Mailer, which all 
the Country did to their dead Friends ? or 
could the Charge of Spices enter into the Con- 
fidemtion of this Matter ? 2. If there is no 
Shew of Probiibility, in fuppofing the Difciples 
to be influenced in adding or omitting Spices, 
by their Expeftation of a Refurredtion, there 
could be no Ground to conclude from their 
fpicing the Body, that they did not expeift a 
Rcfurreflion. 3. There is not the leaft Inti- 
mation in the Gofpel, that the chief Priefts 
knew the Opinion of the Difciples in this Cafe, 
or that they would have confidered it as of any 
Weight or Moment at all. They had heard 
of our Lord's Prophecy, that he would rife 
again, and it filled them with great Anxiety ; 
(ot to his great Power and wonderful Works 
they had been Witneifes. As to the Difciples, 
they had them in Contempt ; and though, In 
order to frame a plaufible Pretence to Pilate 
for having a Watch for the Sepulchre, they tell 
him of their Apprelienfions that the Difciples 
might flea! the Body ; yet there is no Proba- 
bility that this Pretence was the true and only 
Ground for tlieir Fear, You fee now how his 
firfl: Demonflration againft the Gofpel Hi- 
ilory comes out. 

His fecond is from the Behaviour of Mary 
1 Magda- 
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Magdalene and the otiier Women. He iayS, 
7'Afy knew to be Jure that Nicodemus had laid 
the Body in Spices j and yet Luke and Mark 
fay they brought Spices early 111 the Mornin& 
^^hen the Sabbath was part, to anoint the Bod]"' 
^nd if this was the Caie, fays he, 'wbat nee 
ad it of more ? and fo infers that St. John^i 
iconnt of Spices ujtrd by Nicodemus, and St. 
Lirk's and St. Liike'i. of the Women bringli 
bices afterwards, cannot be reconciled e. 

As the Cojtjiiiercr pretends here to argue fn 
PaiSs related by the Evangelifls, I would ; 
'uin, Whence he had the Fait upon which all 
his Reafoning depends ? The Evangelifts give 
him no fuch Information. Nay, their Ac- 
count is inconfiftcnt with it ; for the Women 
were not prefent when "Jofeph and Nicodemi 
bound up the Body wi th Spices ; nor does it aj 
pear that they lltw theBody after it was bound u 
if they did, they could not fee the Spices whjt 
were hid by the linen Winding-fheet. J 
Matthew fays, the Women jat aver againfi ti 
Sepulchre ; St. Mark, that they beheld whe 
the Body "was laid. Had they been concemi 
in preparing the Body for Buiial, would tl 
Evangelifts have feparated their Cafe froi 
that of Jojepb and Nicodemus fo remarkably^ 
Would they have afcribed the whole Care ( ' 
the Body and the Funeral to the Men onl] 
and laid no moie of the Women, than thi 



' I Firil Edir, p. jj. Tfaird Edic. p 26. 
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^ey law where the Body was laid? Thefe 
Accounts plainly fuppofe that the Women 
were without watching, while the Body was 
preparing, and that when it was carried out to 
DC buried, tliey went after to obferve the Place 
where it was luld. St. Lide's Account is more 
exprefly fo. His Words are, Tbe fVomenfol- 
bwed after, and beheld the Sepulchre^ and how 
the Body was kid. It is not, as at j^ 49, of 
the liime Chapter, o-ovaxoAif^iVafl-aj, they went 
in Company with Jojepb ; but xosr^jtD/iiS-jjVa- 
frai, they followed after him. The Evange- 
lift addSj eS-iaVavro ro fivij[4,eisv nai us eVeS'i) to 
cufttf cJf does not iignify, as the Coti/iderer 
underftands it, quo imdohvii quod \ and the Paf- 
!age is not to be rendered quo modo pofitiim eji^ 
but qtwd pa/itwii, or Jepultum '' eji corpus, i. e. 
they came to the Sepulchre, and law that the 
Body was buried. 

But allowing for once, that the Women 
knew what had already been done to the Body, 
what then ? They could not but know that all 
was done in great hafte, in a tumultuary Man- 
ner. And will the (hftfiderer pretend to lay, 
that as much had been done by Jojepb antj 
Nicodemus, as was ufual or neceuary to be 
dtMie ? and that the whole Ceremony was aU 
ready compleated ? This is more than appears 
from the Evangelifts, and much more than in 
the Nature of the Thing is poffible to he true. 

' rnftanccs in the New Ttjlamint are frequent, ivhera 
tlfnfu is uTed in [his Senle. 
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No Nation was more careful of their Deact 
an the yews. The Body was firft to be 
iflicd all over and cleaned witli much Care, 
d afterwards to be anointed. But in regard 
to Chrift's Body, there was not Time before 
the Sabbath to perform even thus much of the 
^^H^remony. When it was taken down from 
^^^Bie Crofs, the Evening was coming on ; and si \ 
^^^^as not yet dark^ when it was left in the f 
pulchrc '. 

The Funeral Ceremony, 'tis plain, was nd 
nor could already be compleated. Offices i 
this Jblemn Kind, efpecially for Perfons 
Charafter and Diftinftion, were not ufed to teJ 
performed the Moment they were dead, nor 
to be huddled up in io haily and negligent a 
Manner. Mojh informs us that, when yacob 
was embalmed, no lefs than forty Days were 
employed in the Operation ^ And Herodotui 
(wiiofe Authority perhaps the Phitofopher may 
like better) tells us, that amongfl die Egyptians^ « 
from whom the yews borrowed that Praaioe^p 1 
no lefs than feventy Days were required t^J 
compleat it^ ■ "I 

yoj'epb and Nkodemus intended, no doubb*^ 
to interr the Body of Chriji, in a Manner 
agreeable to the Notion they had of his Dig- 
nity and Character. No lefs than an hundred 
Pound Weight of Spices and Perfumes wefelJ 
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}HW:nired for this Purpofe ; not wlwlly to be 
employed in preparing tlie Body, as the Gm/i- 
^er leems to imagine, but to be burnt both 
before and after it was laid in the Sepulchre, and 
to be fpent in a Manner well known to thofe, 
who are at all acquainted with Antiquity. The 
Sepulchre in which the Body was laid, was 
probably not that in which it was to be finally 
depofited. It was wrapped up with fome of 
the -Spices, and laid there for prefeut Conve- 
nience only ■", becaufe it happened to be near 
rfw Place of Crucifixion; and becaufe the Sab- 
bath' was fo near, that it was impoflible to 
carry it further. The Funeral Ceremonies 
were referved to be performed after the Sab- 
bath, had not Providence prevented it by a 
more wonderful Event, 

Whether the Women were acquainted 
with the little that had already been done 
to the Body is indeed nothing to the Pur- 
pofe. They knew where it had been de- 
pofited, and they knew probably that it was af- 
Derwards to be removed. They came there- 
fore early in tJie Morning to pay their laft Re- 
^)e£ls to it, by anointing and perfuming itj 
a common Method of Viewing Refpedt to 
Peribns of Dignity and Diiiinftion both living 
and dead '. 

What poiiible Foundation then is there for 
the Confhlerer'i abfurd Suggeftions ? " That 
'* there is no Dependance on Gofpet Hiftoryj 



' Juhn xix. 41. 



that 



^Hrthat the 
^^K ia this 



(76) 

'that the Evangelills contradift one anothji 
H*. in this Point; that the Women had fe^ 

the Body laid in Spices, and that there was g 
" Occalion for more." Inllead of conviitin 
the EvangehlT^ of con trad iifting one anothe 
he has only betrayed his own extreme Igm 
ranee in Scripture and Antiquity; and that tc 
in a Cafe fo common and obvious, that ,- 
Man mufl: take fome Pains to mllbke it. 

His next Demonftration againlT: St. Ma\ 
thews Account of guarding the Sepulchre, 
from thefe Words of the Women, ^V/jo Jh^ 
roll aivay the Stone from the Door of the Sefii 
chre'~^ Which, heobferves, they would not i 
Jaid, if they had known it ims fealed^i andj 
Guard placed, And he thinks if there ' 
indeed a Watch, it is impollible the Wcj 
fliould be ignorant of it, I have coniidere 
the Account given by the Evangelifts, afl 
cannot fee the leaft Foundation for thefe Imj 
ginations. The Body was laid in the Septi 
chre in the Evening of Friday; the Wonog 
went from thence and bought Spices, and < 
the Sabbath {or Saturday) they reded withot 
ilirring from home''. On tlie Sabbath (wbj 
the Women were confined af home) 
Guards were placed. Early the next Morni 
the Women go directly from liome to the < 
pulchre, expedling to find it as they left it 

i'Mirkxvi. 5. EFirftEdit. p. 31^. Third Edit. p. 27. 
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^neatthe Mouth, too large and 1i»^ 
yjf for them to nio\'e ; and therefore they fay. 
Who J)jall roll away the Stone ? The Coiifiderer 
fiiyg. If tbefe I'hhigs (i. e. placing a Guard, 
ficc.) had been done, how is it pojjibk but they 
qstt/? have kmi^n them ? I cannot apprehend how 
it was poiTible theyfliould know them. Ifuppole 
be does not imagine that cither the Roman 
Governor, or the chief Prieils thought it necef- 
feiy to inform thefe poor Women, what they 
were doing- But lie thinks Jo public an JiBion 
mufl: needs come to their Knowledge. Who 
fliould carry it to them ? It was the Sabbath 
pay, when others, as well as they, flaid at 
home ; for which Realbn it is very probable, 
tliat this Aftion was not publicly known on 
that Day. 

_ ■ The Con/idcrer goes on j befides^ nothing could 
be hid from the Difciples; St. Matthew inew 
liik^i the chief pri^Jh and Rulers faid in their 
fri^^y Council'. How does this appear? Why 
St. Matthew ten or more Years afterwards, 
nyh^n the Siiciet was divulged, relates what the 
chief Priefts did in Council j and from thence 
lie infers, that St. Matthew knew every thing 
done in Council, at the Time of doing it. I am 
quite afliamed to fpend my own and Reader's 
Time thus impertinently. 

. But why do thefe Kvangdifls tell different 
Stories ' ? What '^^es the Conjiderer mean ? 



< FirltEdit. p. i6. Third Edit, p-*/- 
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St. Matthew alone tells the Story of gdardln^ 
the Sepulchre. Tlie reft are quite lllent in 
that Point, but fay nothing that is Inconfirtenfc 
~inth it. How then do th^y differ? Is it no 
lie Mort uliial thing in the World, for Hifto 
nans in reporting the fame Faft, to relate foir 
of them more, and Tome fewer Circumftances 
that attended it? And did ever any Man d 
common Senfe charge them with Inconfirtene; 
on that Account ? Suppole that in telling tb 
Story of Edicard II. one Hiftorian fl^ould con. 
elude with faying that he refigned the Crown i^ 
and another fhould be more particular, an 
give an Account of a Deputation fent to him i 
form to take his Relignation ; would the Con. 
Jtdcrer question the Trutli of the principal Fa^"" 
that he refigned the Crown ? The Cale is l" 
fame here. The principal Fads, the Death 
the Burial, the Refurreftion ot Chriji are aC 
tefted by all the Evangelifts. In the Circum; 
ilanccs of the Hiftory fome relate more, fom 
fewer ; does this invalidate their Teftimony \i 
reporting the principal Fafl-s, in which tlwj 
entirely agree ? 

The Account given by St. Matthew, 
guarding and fealing the Sepulchre, is a very 
material Circumftance, and was particularly f 
to tlie "yews ; who had by this means of theL 
own Contrivance, the moft evident Demon- 
rtration of the only Sign intended them, thai 
Sign of the Prophet Jonas. Our Lord told 
tlKm, that they fhould Iiave this Sign, arid 
fhouW 
3 
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[ fljould know that the Son of Man was three 
f Days and three Nights in the Heart of the 
&rth. Had they been contented with feeing 
him crucified and buried, and concerned thcm- 
felves no farther, I know not how they would 
have had the Evidence of his being three Days 
in the Earth. But by the fecret working of 
Providence, they themfelves furnlfli out the 
Evidence. They guard tlie Sepulchre, and 
ihch' own Guards report, that Jt was by irrc- 
Jiftible Power from above opened, and the 
Prjfoner releafed, on the third Day. 

St. Matthew, by the concurrent Tcftimony 
of all Antiquity, \vrote his Gofpel for tlie Uje 
of the Hebrews particularly ; and this Story of 
guarding the Sepulchre, being an Evidence of 
the Completion of a Propliecy, given to that 
Nation in particular, feems to be the Reaibn 
why he relates it fo pundtually. Whoever will 
read St. Matthe^j;}?, Gofpel, and compare it at- 
tentively with other Gofpels, will fee fo many 
internal Marks to confirm the Report of Anti- 
quity, that he wrote for the Ufe of his Country- 
men, that he will have little Reafon to doubt it. 
And fince one Evangelift only has mentioned 
this Circumftance of guarding the Sepulchre, 
how providential was it, that we have the Ac- 
Count in that Gofpel, which was written for 
the "Jews particularly ? When this Gofpel was 
publilhed, there were Thoufands living in that 
"Co untry, who knew and could inform oiher? 
^^ he Circumftances reported by St. Matthe'w^^ 

And 
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id is it credible that St. Matthew would haV 
publiihed this Account in Judaa itlelf, when 
if falfe, it muft undoubtedly have been dc 
teiSed. If this Story had appeared firft in 3 
Hiflory publiflied among the Heathens, at 
great Dlftance from Judaa^ the Infidels woul 
have triumphed and told us, that the Hiftoria 
took the Advantage of telling the People 
flrange Story, but took Care to lay the Seen 
of it at a Place, where it was not likely the 
fhould fend to make Enquiries. We fliou! 
then have been aiked, why the Story was nc 
told in the Gafpel intended for the life of th 
feivs particularly, who had proper means 
examine the Truth of it. Well then ; th 
Story happily was publiihed in "Jud^a itfelj 
and being found in St. M^/Z/'c'w's Gofpel, is ai 
Appeal to the whole Nation of the Je'ws ft' 
the Truth of the Fad:, and probably mad 
whilft many were living, who were concerne* 
in the Tranfuflion. 

That St. Matthew reports this Story, 
the other Evangelifts omit it, is not a fingula 
Cafe. St. Matthew*?, View in writing for th 
Jews, fliows itfelf in other like Inftances. TIu 
MaiTacre of the Infants by Ht-rod is reported b 
St. Matthew only, and for the fume Reafou 
becaufe it was a Fatfl of peculiar IVIonient t 
the yews, as it fheu'ed the Senfe of the Nat:< 
in expecting the Mefiiuh at the very Titr 
when Chriji was born, as it was the Compl< 
tioaof a Prophecy fet forth in tlieir own Scrip, 
turei 
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tures, and as it was a Fa<a tliat happened jat 
iJieir own Door, in which they could J»ot be 
impofed on. 

For a like Reafon St. Matthev) quotes many 
Prophecies, and applies them to the Meflias in 
I way well known and underllood by the yews, 
but in a way unknown to the Gentiles, aiid 
therefore they appear not in the other Go- 
ipels. 

So again the Genealogies of Chrijl in St. 
Luh and St. Matthew appear at firft Sight to 
be very different, but are entirely reconcileable 
by confidering for whofe ufe the two Gofpels 
were intended ; St. Matthew's for the yews % 
St, Luke's for the Gentiles. There were two 
ways of reckoning Defcents among the yeim, 
one of them common to them and other Na- 
tions', by the Courfe of Defcent from Father 
to Son ; the other was by the legal Defcent, 
eftabiiihed in their Law ; according to which, 
if an elder Brother dyed without IITue, and left 
a Widow, the next Brother was to take her 
to Wife ; and their firft born Son was in Law 
the Son of the eldeft Brother, and fucceeded 
to Iiis Eftatc. It is manifeft that thele Genea- 
logies muft meet in tiie common Anceftor, for 
Brothers Children have the lame Grandfather.r 
Now St. lAike writing to the Gentiles, deduces 
the Genealogy ofC/jri/I m the way underftood 
by tliem, Jecundum jus Jhnguinis, St. Matthew 
writing to the yews, follows the Method by 
which the Right of Succeflion was governed 
M among 
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meng the jews^ and draws out the Genealogy 
J According to the legal Defccnt. Thele In- 
l^lUnces, and many others that might be given, 
LjKbcw how little Weight there is in objcfling 
j;amft a Piece of Hlrtoiy, becaufe it appears 
H-OUt in one, or fometimes but in two of tlie fc 

aJigelifts. 
F^ At Page 28, &c. of the third Edit, and 31 
of the firfi, the Covfidcrer Ipends a gl 
al of Paper and Pains, to confute fome Im: 
[nations, in which no body Js concerned ' 
nfelf. He takes it for granted that the Ji 
\ account for their guarding the Sepulcl 
liuft aiS upon one or other of thefe Perft 
fions ; they mnft either be fully fatisfied thA 
?ri/? would life again-, and then he iiiys, i* 
was to no Purpofe to guard the Sepulchre in 
order to prevent it : or tliey muft be fully ia- 
tisfied that he would not rife again ; and tlien 
there was no Reafon, he fays, to be appii 
henfive of a fraudulent RefurrecSion. It 
hardly poffible that either of theje fhculd 
their real Cafe. They were anxious and 
licitous about this Event; alarmed and ( 
founded with recolleding his Miracles, andthe^ 
Propheciesof his rjfing from the Dead; unaWe 
to fatisfy their own Doubts, or to calm tbs 
Mifgivings of their own Minds. Sometimw 
they imagined that poiTibly he might rifej 
fometimes perh.!ps that tlie Dilciples m^d 
fecrete the Body, and tell the People ft 
Stories. How to extricate themlelves 
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T not ; and therefore they apply to Pilaft 
I a Guard, in hopes of finding fome ■ Relief 
leir Diftrefs, as Men in Diftrefs are ready 
Fteke any thing for a Remedy. But that 
had as much Leifure, and as much cool 
Infidehty, as the Conjiderer had, when he ar- 
gued their Caule for them, is utterly incredi- 
ble; and were they to give an Account for 
themfelves, they would hardly plead their own 
Canfe, as this wife Advocate, without attend- 
ing to the Situation they were in, has done Sm" 
them. 

The Condiia: of the Jewijh Rulers, wi£H 
regard to our Saviour, was the more Ukely to 
be wrong, becaufe they judged and aifted 
upon wrong Maxims. They were fo poileflcd 
with the Expedation of a Mejiah with tem- 
poral Power, that no Reafon could perfuade 
thetii that Chriji was the Perfon, who pretend- 
ed to no fuch Powa- ; and upon tliis Notion 
Ihey were fo refolutely determined to oppofc 
his Pretenfions, that no Evidence could con- 
vince them, that his Claims were jufl. The 
People however were not fo infenfible as thcic 
Leaders ; convinced by his Wonders, and en- 
gaged by the many Ails of Benevolence he 
daily did, tliey tbllowed him In great Numbers. 
The Governours concerned and enraged to ice 
the People thus deluded, as they called it, by a 
Pretender, determined to put an End to hie 
Preteniions, by putting an End to his life. 
Accordingly taey had fcim apprehended, accu- 
M 2 fed 
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of BlMphemy againil God, and Treafon a^ 
gainft CiEjar, and publickly executed. But 
the Danger was not yet over. He prophelicd 
in his Life-time, that he iJiould rife again in 
ihree Days, and we have fliewn before, thi 
they had now Reafon to be alarmed at th 
Prophecy, The Works done in his Lifi 
compared with the amazing Scene that vrt 
opened at his Death, niuft needs till them wU 
Doubts and Fears. They could not tell bi 
fome extraordinaiy Power might poflibly ex«a 
itfelf in Behalf of one, at whofe Agonies a 
Nature feemed to fympathize : Or if after al 
he ihould fhould prove to be an Impoftor, thij 
imagined, or pretended to imagine, that th 
"lirciples might take Advantage of this Situatio 
F Things, and contrive to carry on the Cheat 
that they might poffibly remove the Body qi 
of Sight, and give out that the Prophecy Wi 
fiilfrlled. Thus the Delufions of the Peopli 
though checked awhile by his Death, niig) 
break out afrelh, and become more rivettc 
and confirmed • by a fuppofcd Refurredtioa 
and ib the kft Error be worfe than the firi 
To quiet tlieir own Minds therefore, and t 
fett fully fatisfied about the Event, a Guard Q 
Soldiers is placed at the Sepulchre. But on tl 
thind Day they are frighted from their Poft Ij 
an Angel and an Earthquake,- fly into x\ 
City, and make their Report to the cha 
Prielis. The chief PricJts well Icnew whi 
Bfifeft this Report would naturally have on tb 
Mint 



, ids 



Minds of the People, if fairly made ; to pre- 
vent which they rclblve in the firft Place to 
publifh a Story of tlieir own ; and therefore, 
with a rich Bribe in hand, and a full Aflurance 
of Indemnity, they prevail with the Watch to 
be Client as to what they had ieen at the Se- 
pulchre, and to give out that the Difciples Hole 
away the Body, whilft they w'ere afleep, 

But to jufHfy the Credit of this Piece of 
Hiftory, vre muli, it lecms, anlwer all the 
Imaginations of the Cmfiderer ; who has given 
his Judgment upon the Part adred by the 
Guards and the chief Priefts, and is of Opi- 
nion that neither of them could do what the 
Hiflory afcribes to them. He has fummed up 
his Reafoning at Page 48. firft Edit, and Page 
38. third Edit. It is amazing — that the Guard 
at the Sepukhre Jhould be terrified almoji to 
Death, IV! th ajioaiping fVonders, and the high 
PHf^s afid Rulcn believe them, yet the/e 'Thi?2gs 
Jhouidhave no more Eff'eB upon them than ij they 
bad not believr-d them \ 

Little Dealers in Hiftory and Politicks are 
never more contemptible, than when they at- 
tempt to afiign Realons for or againft plain 
Fafls, reported by Writers of Credit. The 
Adlionsof a gi-eat General have been fometimes 
called m queftion, becaufe a little Smatterer In 
military Aifairs conceives the Schemes not to 
Jiave been well laid, or not well condadted; 

firft Edit. p. 48.- Third Edit. p. 3S. 

and 
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"and then full of his own Wifdom he fays. 
Could any great General aft fo ? Upon tta 
Strength of which Reafoning he concludes th 
HiJtory to be ialfe. There are two linal 
Faults in this Way of arguing, firft, that 1 
who reafons fo, takes it for granted that he. 
able to judge wifely in the Cafe hlmielf , whic 
often happens to be otherwife. Secondly, 
Men in all Cafes i&. wil'ely and reafonabl' 

hich feldoni is the Cafe. 

■ But let us he=ir in the firft Place what it 

lonfidt're)' has to fay for the Guards. 
"Tis /i range, uTUtccountabh Jirange ! tBt 

jBo/? Soldiers, ni'bo ivere juj} now aimofi Jlntk 
^ad with Ten-or, Jfjoulii lo/g the Imprejjiom-^ 
'tnjtly mdfo foon, which it had made upon then 
which iuji before jcarce kjt them Poiver'taf^^ 
Jrom the deadly Fright which aft Earthquake c 
m Angel had put thevi in t — ■ that for 
they JJjould all agree together to lift them/elves^i 
the Priejh Service to Ji^ht againjt God, 
by fo doing they might expcSi- jbine heavy ya^ 
ment to fall upon them -, but by affirming tk 
Truth boldly, conceive reajbnable Hopes oj bein 
Captains in the Meffiah'j viSiorioui j^rmyy-- 
was to conquer all Nations ''. ■ 

Let us noxv confider the Grounds npd 
which he bwilds. He iuppofes thefe cooima 
Soldiers, who were Heatb^, and bred up t 
defpife the Religion o£ the Jews above a. 

Third Edit. . 
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, to be perfuaded, that, ^hen they ti 
Bribe of tlic chief Prielts, they lifted them/ehxs 
ta fight againfl God — and that they might expert 
pne heavy Judgmeiit, and that by afling other- 
wife, they f night have reapnabk Hopes of Iking 
Captains in the Meflkh'j inSiorious jli-v^^ 
which was to conquer all Nations. How 
comes the Qmfiderer to furnilh the Soldiers 
with thefe Sentiments ? Docs he imagine that 
a Fright would make them forget all the Re- 
ligion of their own Country at once, and turn 
yewSy and firm Believers in the God cf the 
Jews ? and that it would give tliem the fame 
Opinion of the Meffiah which the Jews had ; 
and make them think Jejits to be the Meffiah, 
and fill them with ExpetSation of Employ- 
ments under him ? Nothing furely can be 
more out of Charadler. But liowever, they 
were terrified ; and the Con/idcrer thinks it 
ftrange, they Jl.'ould kfe the Impre£ion fo eafily 
and fo Jam. What Imprefilon docs he mean ? 
If He means the Sentiments, which he has 
afcribed to them, 1 am perfuaded they did not 
lofe them, for they never had them. The 
Roman Soldiers very probably knew nothing 
more, than that they were appointed to watch 
the Sepulchre, that tlic Body might not be 
removed, and that tliey were acquainted with 
the Charadcr and I'retcnfions of the Peribn 
lying in the Grave, thert; is not the leafl: Rea- 
fon to fufpedl ; mvich Icfe had they aoy Ex- 
peftation of being dilhirbed by invifible Poweis; 

and 




find when' they were difturbed, what Probafei 
lity is there in making them jeofon immediate- 
ly like Jews, and to think of God and his 
Meffiab, as if they had been his Difciples ? But 
fuppofe them {if you pleafe) to have Ibme Tin- 
(Sure of Religion ; fuppofe too they beiievt " 
with the Centurion at the Crucifixion, th 
Chrtfl was indeed a righteoijs Man ; and 
ferther, that he was particularly favoured < 
the Gods ; what is all this to the Purpofe ? 
he was a Favourite of the Gods, it was i 
Gods of his own Country, with whom they im^ 
gined they had nothing to do. They had Ga 
of their own, to whom they were bound, and* 
whom they ferved, if they ferved any Gods at all. 
As to the JewiJ.-' Religion, if they thought any 
thing of it, they thouglit with the reft of i' 
HeatJiens that it was the worft of Superftit" 
It remains then only that the Soldiers 
feared and terrified by a furprizing Sight. 
where is the Wonder, that, when the Frigl 
was over, they fliould be what they were I 
fore, mere common Soldiers ; and ready 1 
take Money, which was to be earned at 
cheap a Rate, as reporting a Story made 
them by the chief Priefts ? It was all one 
them who moved the Body ; tliey were unafl 
fedted with the Confequences that alarmed thi 
chief Priefts ; and, 1 dare fay, ready Moneg 
outweighed all Hopes, . the Con/kierer lias gi 
them, ofgettingCommifiions under the Jn 



^^Bi the next Place he undertakes the Caufe of 
P Ae chief Priefts, and to prove that the Part 
aiEgned to them in tlie Gofpel Hiftory, is a 
W^ one, and a wicked one ; and thence he 
concludes they neither did nor could adt that 
Part, and that the Account of it is forged. 
The firft Part of his Talk is indeed an eafy 
one ; for the chief Priefts adted very fooliihly 
and very wickedly ; but I am in fome Pain for 
his Confequence. Will he maintain that no 
Men ad wickedly or weakly f or though 
many do, yet the chief Prielts never did or 
could ? I doubt he will be at a full Stop here. 
But let us hear htm. The Prtejlsy he fays, ai 
well ai the People, were crediihm oj Miracles^ 
being nurfr-d up in the' Belief of them, which 
•when attejied by their own Party, Perjbm whofe 
Veracity tijey could depend upon {not the flying 
Reports of a gtddy Mob) fnuft have prevented 
them frotn doing what 'tis here pretended they 

Bat why ftiould the chief Priefts be more 
affedled by Miracles, attejied by their o-wn Party y 
i, e. the Guards, than by thofe which thev 
faw themfelves ? Many fuch there were, fome 
of them I have already mentioned ; but how 
were they affeifted by them ? Did they not feek 
the Life of Jefiis for railing Lazarus, and the 
Life of Lazarus that he might not live a Wit- 
uefs of the Power of yefus ? Did they not ad- 
init the Miracles, and yet afcribc them to the 
Power of Beelzebub ? And might they not with 
* Firft E*3it. p. 45- Third Edit, p. 35. 
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Ihc Oaat Rcafiai afcribe all the Guards report- 
ed to be done at the Sepulchre to the lame 
Power ? 

If k be fuBicieot to Tct alide the AuthoriQ 
of the Gofpel, because it reprefents the i 
Pricfts ading unreafonably, the iame Argi 
ment will be too hard for the Credit of all tS 
Hillories in Being ; for they all Ihow us Mq 

Bitting with. great Folly and great Wickednc 

The 0/d Teftament niufl doubtlefs follow the 
New ; for what is more unrcalbnable than the 
Behaviour of the ancient Jews, after their woi 
derful Deliverance from Egy/>i f May not thi 
Qmfiderer fay. Had God fo vifibly interpofed t 
their Deliverance, it is impoflible they (houl| 
rebel fo foon as the Hiilory fays they did ; 
therefore the Hiftory muft: be talfe ? But I leai(i 
this to confjder a Complaint of a much highi 
Nature. 

The ^ngel^ it feems, who was the Minif 
of God, and aded as by him direded, did % 
impolitickly in frightening mcaj the Watcb^ 
fore Jefus came out of the Septiichre, fo that fkt 
could /lot be JVitnefei of bis RefurrcSfimi ^. Hoq 
he knows that the Watch was terrified heft 
yefui came out of the Sepulchre, 1 cannot tell j he 
ieams it not from the Golpcl. The Angel mov'd 
the Stone for the Sake of tliofc who came to tf 
Sepulchre, that they might lee, and report \ 
they fawj our Lord certainly wanted not 1 
Help. But why were the Angels imffQUt 

< Fiift £dit. p. 47- "nurf £dif- P- jS- 
I 
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vae they to govern theniielves by the Politics of 
ttte Chief Priefts, and folJo w their Meaiures ? Had 
God, or the Angels by his Diiedion appointed 
ih^ Watch to be Witnelles of the Refurreiition, 
and they had been feared away before the 
Time, the Objedtion would have laid : But 
how was God bound to give this Evidence to 
the Guards ? Was it becauie the Chief Priefts 
had let the Watch ? But what Right had they 
toprefcritw to God, who ihould be Eye-Wit- 
neflesofhis Son's Refurreiftion ? The letting of the 
Watch and what followed was fufficient to 
convince the Jews, that Je/us, according to his 
own Prophecy, was three Days in the Heart of 
the Earth, and then leleafed. This Evidence 
rofe providentially out of their own Contrivance, 
to watch the Body ; but their Contrivance laid 
no Obligation on God, nor could it haften or 
retard the Refurredion, or have any EtFefl: on 
the Manner of it. We find in the Gofpel, that 
very particular Care was taken by our Lord, , to. 
appoint chofen Witnefles of the RefurreiEtion, 
To them he ihewed himfelf alive, after tlie 
Refurreiftion ; to tlieni were given Powers ftonl 
on high to confirm this Evidence ; but where 
does the Confiderer read, that it was referred to. 
the High Priefls, or that they had any Right to 
appoint Witnefles in this Cafe? If they had no 
Right to appoint them, no Injury was done in* 
not admitting them. And yet after all, thou^ 
the Confidirerer thinks the Guards did not tec 
enough, they iaw fo much as to make their Re- 
of great Weight, had there not been tsa 
N 2 iiicor- 
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^corrigible Obftinacy in the 'J^-wijh Rulers j 
enough to awaken their Attention, and to caU 
to their Remembrance the Sign of Jonas^ which 
was to be given them ; enough to raifo 
ferious Reflexions upon all the Miracles of Je- 
/iis, of which they had themfelves been Eye^ 

Kl^itnelTes. 
III. 
We come now to ccniider the Inconfiftences, 
rhich the Cor.fiderer charges upon the Evange- 
fts in the Account they give of the Circum- 
Itances of the RefuireiSion. One would ima- 
gine this Gentleman had never read any Piece of 
Hiftory reported by different Writers ; or any 
Tryal^ whofe Fads are proved by many Wit- 
DelTes ; otherwife he would not have objected to 
the Relations of tlie Evangeliiis, merely becaufe 
iome mention Circumftances omitted by othefsjli 
though all agree in the principal Fafts to } 
proved ; and all the Circum fiances, though : 
not mentioned by each Writer, ai 
fcftly confiftent. For this is the Cafe of s _ 
"jJillorians, who treat of the fame FaCts ; and 
I perfuaded, that, had the Gofpel Accounts 
with all their Varieties related to any Matter qL 
"?il Hiftory, and been publiQied under 
fkme of any Grecian or Roman Hiftoriai 
rcfe different Relations, iiiitead of beirij 
ought Matter of Objeif^on, would have be( 
nfidered as ctniirming and effablilhlng 1 
eotlicr. Such Diiflrcncps fitnong Reporters 
iof the fame Faft, will a]wa)„ be found from 
' c wry Nalurc of Things. For all F^dls be;j^ 
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J attended with many Circumftances, and all' 
f them not of equal Importance, Hiftoiians, 
' wrding to their diiFerent Judgments, choofc' 
report fome more, fome fewer of thote Cir- 
nftances. This, I fay, muft be the com- 
[1 Cafe, where Hiftorians write without Re^ 
gard to each other ; but it muft neceffuily be 
fo, where a later Hiflorian publiflies an Ac- 
count on Purpole to fupply the Defeds or O- 
miftions of thofe before him ; for then his very 
Defign is to add fuch Things or Circumftances,, 
as the others had either totally negledted or jm- 
perfcdtly related. 

The Four Gofpels were not publiflied at the 
fame Time, nor can the precife Date of the' 
Publioition of each of them be afcertained.' 
St. MaUhe'iV by the general Confent of Anti- 
quity is taken to be firft, and to have been pub-, 
ijfhed not many Years after our Saviour's Cru-^ 
-cifixion, St, Mark and St. Luk^ came next ia 
Order. After all, and long after all came St. 
Jobni Gofpel, publifh'd in an extreme old Age, 
and not above a Year before his Death. Hj? 
Intention was, as ail Antiquity bears Wltnefii 
to compleat the Hiftory of our Saviour, by ad- 
ding wiiat the other Evangelifts had omitted^ 
^nd enlarging what they h.id concifely related. 
This being the State of the Hiftory, as con- 
tained in the Four Gofpels ; the true Way ctf; 
examining it is, to confider the Accounts given 
by the three firft Evangelifts feparately (as be- 
ing the Accounts which lay before St, Jolm^ 
tvhcn he wrote his Golpel) and then to co! 
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them with St. 'John. By which means 
we fliall Ice, what Ik left as he found it, and 
as wanting no Addition or Explanation ; and 
alfo what Additions or Explanations he thought 
proper toinfert ; and fo be able to iudge upon the 
whole.whethertlieHillorybeconfifteni wiih itlelf,. 
"^ In ord( 



Matt. Chap, xxviii. St. Msrk^ Chap. xvi. 

1. In the End of the t. And when the Sdb^ 
Sabbath, as it be^an to bath was pajf, Mary 
d(twn towards the Jirji Magdalene, and Mary tb^ 
Day of the H''eek, came Mother of James and Sti't' 
Mary Magdalene, and the Itme, had breugbl Spteei 
other' Mary, to fee the that they might comeyond 
Sepulchre. attaint him. 

2. Jj<d behold _ there 2. And very early in 
was agreat Earthquake; the Morniig thefirfl Dt^ 
for the Angel of the Lord of the Wed, they came 
defended from Heaven, to the Sepulchre, at tie 
and came aiid rolled back rijing of the Sun. - 

the Slone from the Door^ 3, And they faid amotif 

and fat upon it. tbemfehesi ^ofhallrtUi 

3. llisCetmtenaneewas us away the Slone fn 
tike Lightening, and bis the Doer of the Sepuii 
Maiment while as Snow, chre ? , 

4. And for fear of bim 4. And when thtf 
the Keepers did Jhdke, and kohed, they faw that tht^ 
became as dead Men. Stone was rolled a^may^ 

5. And the Angtl an- for it was very great. 
faiered and faid anio the 5. And entringiHta tbf 
i(^^men. Fear net ye, for Sepulchre, they few 
1 know that ye feekjefust young Man fitting uH tM 
which wat crucified. Tight Side, clothed in 4j 

' 6. He is >joi here : For long -jihite Garment, apjf 

hi Is rifin as be faid .• ihfy were affrighted. 
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order to give the Reader the Light, which 
i dimk will arife from this Method, I will lay 
before him the Account of the three Evange- 
lifts of what paffed at the Sepuchre ; and then 
«infider what the Difference between them is ; 
and laflly compare thetn with St. John's Ac- 
count, and confider how the Difference will 
then ftand, upon the Foot of the Additions or 
Explications given by him. 

St. ittie. Chap, xxiv. 

1 . Now upon Ihe firjl 
Day of the fFeek, very 

early in the Morning, they . « 

tame unto the Sepulchre^ 
bringing the Spices ^ which 
they had prepared-, and 
certain ethers with them. 

2. And they found the 
Stone rolled away from 
the Sepulchre. 

3. And they entered 
in, and found net the 
Body of the Lord Jefus. 

4. And it came to paft 
as they w^re much per- 
plexed thereabout, behold 
two Men food by them 
infhining Garments. 

5. And as they were 
afraid, and bowed down 
their Faces to the Earth., 
they faid unto them., Why 
feekye the Living among 
the Dead? 
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■; St. Mall. Chap, xxviii. St. Aferi, Chap. xvU 

Come fee the Place where 6. And he faith tinta 

the Lord lay. them. Be not affrighted : 

7. j^nd go quick, and ye feek J efus of Nazareth^ 
tell his DifcipleSy that he which was crucified j he 
is rifen from the Dead ; is not here ; behold the 
end behold he goeth before Place where they 
you inlo Galilee^ there Mm. 
fhallye fee him; lo, I have 7. But go your tVm 
told you. tell bit DifcipltS and Pt^ 

8. And they departed ter, that he goeth before 
quickly from the Sepul- you into Galilee: There 
chre^ with Fear and great fhall ye fee him as he faid^ 
foy, and did run to bring unto you. W 
his Difciples IVord. Z.A/td they went o^k 

^, And as they went to quickly, and fled f^em 
tell his Difciples, behold, the Sepulchre : For th^ 
Jefus wet them, faying, trembled and were ama&- 
AllHail; and they came ed: Neither faid they am 
and held htm by the Feel, thing to any Man : Fo", 
and worffjipped him. Ibey were afraid, . \ 

10. Then faid Jefus 9. Now when Jefuk 
unto them. Be net afraid : was rifen early the jirf 
go tell my Brethren, that Day of the ireeky he api 
they go inlo Galilee, and pearedfirft to Mary H^gi 
there fljall they fee me. datene, out of whom 1 
had cafi feven Devils. 

10. And pe went atii^ 
told them that had been 
with him, as they mourn- 
ed and wept. 

1 1 . And they, when 
they had heard that Hi 
was alive, and had ieA 
feen of her, believed «Q 
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St. Luke^ Chap. xxiv. 

6. He is not here, but 
is rifen : Remember how 
be [pake unto you^ when 
be was yet in Galilee^ 

J. Sayings The Son of 
Man mujl be -delivered in- 
to the Hands of ftnfut 
Men J and be crucified^ 
and the third Day rife 
again. 

8. And they remember-^ 
ed his fFbrdsj 

9. And returned from 
the Sepulchre y and told all 
thefe things to the Eleven, 
and all the reft. 

10. It was Mary Mag- 
dalene and Joanna, and 
Mary the Mother of 
James, arid other Womeri 
that were with them, 
which told thefe things 
unto the Apoflles. 

11. And their Words 
feemed to them as idle 
Tales^ and they believed 
them not. 

12. Then arofe Peter, 
land ran unto the Sepul- 
chre, andftooping down^ 
be beheld the Linen Cloths 
laid by themfelves^ and 
departed, wondering in 
him f elf at that which was 
come to pafs. 
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loa {ec St. Matthew is the only one, 
mentions the Eartliquake, and the Angels de- 
fcendlng to roll away the Stone. As the reft fagj 
nothing of it, it is very abfurd to fay, as the C 
Jiderer does, that they contradict it, I 
only therefore obferve upon this I^rt, that od 
Englijh Tranflation is not exadt ; for after i 
lating the coming of the Women to the i 
pulchre, it follows, and behold there leas a greea 
Earthquake^ &c. which may lead the Reader 
to imagine, that the Earthquake happened, 
whilft the Women were at the Sepiilchrej 
which it did not. St. Matthew was to account 
for the Womens finding the Stone rolled, and 
therefore inferts what happened iuft before theU 
coming ; and his Words Ihould be rendcr'd, 
and beljold there Jiad been an Earthquake, &cc. 

If you compare thefe three Evangellfts togi 
ther in other Refpe<^b, the Kfference betwet 
them will lye in thefe Particulars. 

1 . St.Mark and St. Luke fay, the Women cai 
early to the Sepulchre, bringing Spices to anoiafl 
the Body ; St. Matthew fiys they came earbT 
to the Sepulchre, but fays nothing of thcj 
bringing Spices. 

2. St. Matthew fays, the two Marys cai 
to the Sepulclire ; St, Mark, the two Marys a 
Salome i St. Luke (ays, the Women who cat 
from Galilee with him, and he tells us, :^ le 
that they were the two Marys, Joama, 
other Woinen with them. 

3. Tb 
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3 . The three Evangelifts agree that the Wo- 
meo faw a Vilioii ; St. Malthew fays, an Angel ; 
St. Mark, a young Man ; St. Luke, two Men, 
whom Jjf" 23. he calls two Angels. 

4. St. Matthew and St. Mnrk agree in the 
R&ilage fent by the Angels to the Dilciples, that 
he would go before ihem into Galilee. St. 
Luke does not mention this Mcifage exprefsly, 
but that the Angels remind the Women of 
what yefus had faid, beiiig widi them in Galilee,. 
of his E^th and RefiuTeflion. 

Thefe Differences cannot be accounted for by ■ 
any Thing added in the Gofpel of St. John; and 
therefore J Ihall poftpone tlie Conlideration 
of them, for the Sake of purfning the View 
before me. 

The next and moft material Difference occurs 
in the Account given of our Lord's appearing to 
Mary Magdalene. St. Mattbeisj fays, that as the 
Women went from the Sepulchre to carry the 
Meflage to the Difciples, JeJ'us met ttxm, and 
gave them another MetTage to the Difciples. St. 
Mark, after concluding the Account of what 
paffed at the Sepulchre fays, Now loheH yefus 
wai rifen early thefrfl Day of tbe fVeek, he i^ 
peared firfi to Mary Magdalene. He does not 
mention this as Part of what happened at the 
Sepulchre, but as a new and diftinft Account of 
jtfelf. St. Laike gives no Account of our Lord'3 
appearing to Mary. 

Thefe Accounts confidered together, the Cafe 
will Hand thus. Stop at St. Matthews Account 
.. ■ . O 2 of 
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of what palled at the Sepulchre, to the Wo^ 
mens going with the Angels Meflage to thfl 
Dilciples, which ends with j^ 8. and take St. 
Mark's Account without tacking to it the lepM 
rate Relation of the Appearance to Mii/y Ma^* 
dakne, (which is indeed no Part of the Accoufli 
as given by St. Mark of what happened at thi 
Sepulchre) and then the three Accounts ad 
(excepting the fmall Variations before mciS 
tion'd, and hereafter to be accounted for) pef 
fedtly confident. ' 

The Difficulty then remaining, is to account 
for St. Luke's faying nothing of this Appearanccj 
for St. Mark'f. fpeaking of it as dillindt from 
what happened at the Sepulchre 5 for St, Mats 
fbew's placing it before he had accounted fe* 
the Delivery of the firft Mefliige, and adding 
a lecond Mcffage of like Import from CiriJ 
himfeU: 

The Difficulty with refpei5i to St. Luke isnol 
great > he has omitted the Appearance ; for it came 
not within the Compafs of what he propos'd tt 
relate, as will appear prefently. Neither are St| 
Matthew and St. Mark, who relate this Ap^ 
pearance, at Variance. They agree in the Ap* 
pearance, agree that it was early on the firfl 
Day of the Week ; St. Matthew fays, it was a. 
they -went to tell the Di/ciples ; and ib it migb 
be confiftently with St. Mark, for he has faid 
nothing to the contrary. Thus the Cafe woultjd 
ftand, had we only the Htflory as given by 
thefe three Evangelifts, ' 

Whe« 



When St. 'John wrote his Golpel, lie had 
Reafon to enlarge the Account given of what 
paffed at the Sepulchre, for the fake of adding 
his own Teftimony, who had been hinifelf an 
Eye-Witnefs ; which Teftimony the otlier 
Evangelifts had omitted. Compare St, 'John 
and St. httke together, and St. yohii plainly 
carries on the Account, where St, Luke left it. 
St. Luke relates how the Women went to the 
Sepulchre, lliw Angels, receiv'd a Meilage to 
the Difciples ; that they delivered the Meflage, 
and tliat Peter u|Wii hearing it went away to 
the Sepulchre, and found every Thing to anfwer 
the Relation, Now St. 'John went and was a 
Witnefs of thefe Things as well as Peter ; he 
leaves therefore St. Luke'% Account, (which was 
exaift as to what h.ippened licforc Peter went) 
as he found it ; and carries it on by beginning 
with a clear and tliflinit Account of his, own 
going with Peter to the Sepulchre, To intro- 
duce this Account he fays, T^he Jirji Day of the 
Week Cometh Mary Magdalene early^ ivhen if 
was yet dark, unto the Sepulchre ; avd j'ceth the 
Stone taken away from the Sepulchre. Then jhc 
runneth and cometh to Simon Peter, and the other 
Difciple lahom Jefus loved^'^ &c. He then gives 
an Account of what he and St, Peter obfervcd of 
the Stale of the Sepuiciire. It appears at jf" ii. 
that Mary returned to the Sepulchre, and itaid 
(here after him ; that Hie faw again a Vifion of 

» John KX. I, ^t-. 
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igeis, and faw 'Jefus himfelf, who gave heB 
a Metlage to deliver to the Dilciples, . 

Let us iee now how their Accoants will cor- 
refpond together. 

1. It is maiiifeft that Matj went ^■■^cc to tlx 
Sepulchre. 

2. That St. "John give$ no other Account q 
what pafled at her liril: being there, exc^ 
that Ihe found the Stone taken away from t^ 
Sepulchre, and this only as introdudtive to whi 
he had to add further, 

3. That the Story of Iier firft going, and whai 
related to it, ended at the Relation fhe made c 
what fhe had feen, to feter and yobn. 

4. That the Appearance of yty«j to her,. I 
the Meflage given to her, was at her fecond bff 
ing at the Sepulchre. 

It comes out from thefe Lights given by S( 
John, 

ill. That St. Litke\ Account related on^ 
to what happened at Mary's lirft going to tbl 
Sepulchre ; for it ends at St. J^eter's fetting otj 
to view the Sepulchre, where St, yobn begins. 

2dly. Since St. Luke's Account agrees witlj 
St. Matthew's and St. Mark's^ in relating wh» 
palled at the Sepulchre, it follows that theij 
Accounts are Relations of what pafled only aX 
Marys firft coming, i. e. St. Matthew's Aoi 
count to i^ 8, inclufive, and Sc, Marias 
^ 8. inclufive. 

3ly. St. John having informed us, that Chrtji 

appeared to Mary, and delivered his Mefliige t' 

^ hd 
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Father fecond coming to the Sepulchre j h 

follows that what St, Matthew fays i^, g, lo. 
and St. Mark ^. g, ]o, ii. happened at her 
fccxsnd coming to the Sepulchre. 

Thus St, John's additional Account has given 
tis a clear Order of the whole Tranfadion. 
And it appears that St. Luh confidered the 
Women merely as Meflejigers of the News to 
the Difciples ; and as foon as the Mefiage was 
delivered, and the Difciples made acquainted 
with it, he profecutes their Story no fiirther. 
St, Mark in like Manner, but adds the Ap- 
pearance to Mary, as a diftinil and feparatc 
thing by irlelf, 

St. Matthew has given an Account of what 
happened at the firft going to the Sepulchre j 
and has alfo mentioned the Appearance to 
Marjt which he has connefted to the former 
Account as Part (and fo indeed it was) of the 
fame Tranfaiftion. Had he mentioned this 
Appearance, as St. Mark has mentioned it, 
without making any Connexion between the 
Appearance and the Story of the firft Vifit to 
the Sqjulchre, there had been no Difficulty in 
this Part of the Cafe. 

The Difficulty there now is, arifes from the 
Manner in which St. Matthew connedls thefe 
two Parts together ; he fays, that "Jejus ap- 
peared to the Women, as they went to tell the 
Dijciples ; St. "John't Account is, that he ap- 
peared to Mary after {he had delivered the 
Meffage (not to the Difciples, but) to himfelf 

aiid 
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and Pt'ler, aiid had leturiied a fecotid Time t 
the Sepulchre. 

I believe there are very few Hiftories in tb 
World, where Difficulties of tliis Sort, wq 
they nicely enquired into, do not frequently o 
cur. Writers of Hiftory, to make one Threi 
of Story, Uy hold of any Circumftances : 
make a Tranfition from one Fad: to anothc 
A little Agreement of tlie Fafts in Place i 
Time often ferves ; and we read in or near tl 
fame Place, or about the fame Time fuch at 
fuch Things happened ; in which Exailnefs 
not intended or expetfted. And had we ni 
thing elfe to fay upon the prefent Difficulty, 
would be fufficient with reafonable Men, 

But as this feeming Difagreanent has bee 

ftrongly infiflcd on, I defire the Reader \ 
milder the following Obfervations. 

r. St. Matt/jfw's Account may very vn 
conlift with St. yob/is. St. Matthew does a 
fay, the Women had delivered no Meflage 1 
the Difciples, nor does St. Jofjfi fiy they hi 
delivered it to any but to himfelf and Pete 
Confider then ; the Women, who receiw 
the Meflage from the Angel at their firft goil 
to the Sepulchre, could not deliver it to the Dit 
ciples all at once ; for it is not to be fiippofed the 
they were all together fo early In the Morninj 
For which Reafon the Women probably d 
vided thcmfelves, and fome went to forhe i 
the Difciples, and fome to others ; and th 
MiJfy Magdalene^ and whoever elfe attende 
he 
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her, wcntj in the firlt Place, to Peter and John 
BJ inform them, intending to go to others with 
like Notice. But wJien they found that Pe- 
ter and yohn went diredly to the Sepulchre, 
they did, as it was extremely natural for them 
to do, go after them, to fee the Sepulchre, , 
which ^ey had left in Fear, but very defirous 
to view it again \n Company of the Men, in- 
tending foon to return, and deliver the Mef- 
JGige to the other Dilciples. Upon this Cafe, 
it is evident, they returned to the Sepulchre 
before they had delivered their Mefiage, as 
they were required to do, to the Difciples; 
and St. Matthew might very well conlidcr the 
Appearance of JcJUs^ as happening whilll: they 
Were employed in currying the firft Meffage. 
And this accounts likewife for our Saviour's 
^vif^ them a fecond Meffage, much to the 
lame Purpofe and Import as the firil. 

2. There is no Reafon to think, that St. 
Matthew'^ Words are to be taken fo ilridly, as 
to limit the Appearance of Jefus to the Wo- 
men, to the very Moment in which they paf- 
led from the Sepulchre, with the firft Meffage 
to the Difciples. 

I. Becaufe there could not, from the firft: 
going to the Sepulchre, to the End of the whole 
Account, including the Appearance to Mary, 
be more than an Hour at moft employed j and 
Fadls, crouded fo clofe together, are fcarcdy 
ever reported under different Dates, 

P 2, £ecau& 
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Becaufe St. Matthew, throwing the "wl 

Jfranfadtion into one continued Story, would 

iaturaily confider no more than the general Or- 

which Things happened, without ' 
pinguilliing the fliort Time, which the wl 
ok up, into different Periods. 
: 3. Becaule the Language, uied by St. M^ 
does really import no more than 
jeneral Order in which things happened : 
iays, 1^5 iTTo^ivovjo d-jrafyuAM, as fbey were gi 
to tell. Yon have, at ver. 1 1 . the very ii 
way of fpeaking, ■samof^t^v ^ <*.utuv. It is 
very fame Note of Time j for he fpeaks of 
Women's going with the Meffage, and ia; 
Now lahcn they (the Women) ivcre goings 
hold the Watch came into tha City, andjh 
the Chief Priejis all the T'hifjgs thai were 1 
Can any one fuppofe, that tlie Eva?ige/ijl mi 
more, than that the Watch went to the 
about the fame Time that the Women wei 
to the Difciples ? Or if it could poflibly appear, 
that the Watch were really a Quarter of an 
Hour fooner or later than the Women; wou] " 
this, in the Opinion of any Man living, ii 
peach the Credit of the Hiltorian ? If any Pel 
fon defires more Inftances of thefe Tranfitioi 
they occur frequently in St. Matthew, and 
dther Writers of the Ne-w Tcjiamcnt. 

As to the Order in which we have plai 
the Traniinilions at the Sepulchre, by Com[ 
rifon of tlie lour Evnugelifts together ; it is coi 
firmed and ellablilhed, beyond all Doubt, b^ 
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dw? Account which (he two Ditiplfcs, going 
VJfEmffuiiis, give, our Saviour. This, fiiy ihey, 
it'iiie third. Day fince the .CiuciSviqn ; yea, and 
cert am JVomm /J^jo p-f our Qjn^mty. viode us a-, 
SfStiJked, which were, early at^ the S^Uhre ; and; 
m&fw they Jaund ._ not, his Body^ i^.ey^ came, jdy^ 
h^y that tf^' had fim d Vififiv ^ Angels, which 
jaid:, thai he was alive. And ■ pertain < of them 
th^iimfe with USy ivctit to the. Sepulchre,, and 
Jaend it even. Jo^aijtbe PP'omen had faid\ butt 
bim they Jaw not ^. Compare .this with, St. 
iMkff^ own Account, and St. John's, as far as 
itrdates to what* himlclf and Peter did at the- 
Sepulchre, and you will tind the Fafts report- 
ed in the fame Order. Thefe two Difcif^eg 
left 'Jerufakin as foon as "Peter and Jolm had 
made their Report, and before- Mary Magdalene- 
baid reported the Appearance of Chriji to her-,, 
or had delivered his MeH^i^e to the Difciples:: 
Which proves, that tlie Acc-ouiit. as it llantis., 
in St. Matthew, including the Appcaninc^ 'to 
Mary Magdalene,, was not told .to the Difciples- 
at once, but mult be accounted foe in the man- 
ner, above-mentioned. Otherwile thcfe two-. 
Difciples mart have known of the Appearance 
oiCbriJi, as well us of the other Grcumftanqes 
prior to it, which they lb pund:ually relflte. » 
You fee here plainly, that the two Difciples^ 
ipeaking of tlie firll Vilit the Women made to 
liie Sepulchie, iay, they found not his Body ; and 

! Luke SKiV. 21, Js'v, 
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ftiiaoe the Cmjiderer infers, they never faw j 
him; exprefsly contrary to the Account J 
given by St. John, of their fecond Vifit to the 
fiepulchre. And, for want of obferving the 
Series of the Story, he goes on miftaking and 
confounding the Circumftances, which belong tq 
the firft and the fecond Vifit to the SepulclM^.| 
and triumphs in difcovering Contradiflions '" 
the Evangelijls ; whereas, in Truth, the oi 
thing he has discovered is, that he does not t 
defftand them. 

In ftating thus the Series and Order of wh 
psfled at the Sepulchre, there is one Difficuh 
oftly to be accounted for, vix. St. yobn ipeai 
of the Appearance of Jefits to Mary MagdaieM 
6n\y; St. Matthew fpeaks of it as made to mdt 
than one ; and St. Mark fays, that Jefus ^ 
peared Jirjl to Mary Magdalene, which may b^l 
thought not to agree with St. Matthew's AopJ 
count *". "i^ 

Now though St. yohn fpeaks only of Mm 
ry Magdalene, rtie being the principal B^ 
Jbn ; 'and it being not at all neceflary to 1 
purpofe to mention more {for a Mefiagc dd 
vcred by her, accounts as well for his going \ 
the Sepulchre, as if it had been delivered t 
twenty;) yet if you confider what Mflry Ma^ _ 
dalene fays heiTetf, it will appear, that Ihe Was ' 
net alone. Her Words are, they htme taken the 
i^rd vut of the Sepulchre, mid iVE know rat: 
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e they have hui bim, WE imports that 
flic bad others with her at delivering thisMei- 
fagCi and, if flie had, it cannot be fuppo&d, 
that they left her to go aione to the Sepulchre, 
when llie followed Peter and yob7i ; or per- 
fttitted her to ftay behind them alone at ti* 
Pepulchre. Confoquently tlie Appearance was 
to Mary Afo^'^/cffc when others were with her^ 
ihough ihe only is menuoned by St. Jd)n 
throughout his Account. '7 

As to St. Mark, he fays, Jefus Appeared firfi 
to Mary Magdalene. His Meaning is, tliat thft 
frji Appearance he made was to her ; but that 
it was to fjer ortiy, he does not iky. And it it 
manifeft, that the Word Jir/i ( sr^anai ) relates 
to the Order of Appearances; for it follows, 
ver. 12. a^'ter. that he appealed in another 
Fofm to two of them, and, ver. 14, aftenenrd 
he ap^ieared unto the Eleven. The hrll Ap- 
pearance then was certainly to Mary Magan- 
Une ; but whether to her alone, depends tipfcirj 
a careful Compavifon of the EvimgcHjts toge-. 
ther. And, upon the wfaole, i think ihe Ac^ 
count here given fcems to me to be the ttjqtt 
pi'obaMc ; wliicfi 1 wtsuid be utiderftood to fay, 
ivithout Prejudice to other Interpretations, 
wliich iiiaiy Worthy and learned Writers have 
fotlewed. 

But let IIS now jook back to the Variations 
between the tliree fiilt E'oaHgb^s^ which wc 
palfed over bclbre. 

_ >. The 
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^- I. The 6rfl is, that St. Mark and \ 
lay, tbe Wsmai came earh to the i 
hrin^ng Spices ; St. Mattbem iays e 
their bringing Spices. 

It gKes Light to any Piece of Hiilorj, \ 
fhew the Motives of tbe principal Acbons n 
ewded. But where the FaCl itlelf is the onij 
material thing, fucb Circumilances may, 
may not be added, as the Hiitortan plea^, 
the prefent Cafe the Fad: itiilf, thai tbe fTema 
were early at the Sfpuicbre, iaw tbe Stone rot- 
ted away, and tbe Body not there, are the on^ 
material things in the Narration. And whcs 
ther they came early to the Sqiulchre, tor om 
Reafon or for another, is of little Confexjuenci^ 
and is in the Difcretion of the Writer to adi 
or omit the Reafon as he pleales, without Pre< 
judice to the Hiftery, which depends on tH 
Tmth of the Faci only. St. Matthew has CM 
nothing to intimate, that tliey did not brin 
Spices, nor has he affigiicd any other Reafoi 
for their coming j and, tbe Omfiderer excepted^ 
I believe no Man can difcem any Contrarict)! 
in the Accocnts. 

2. The fecond is, that St. Matthew fays, tlw 
two Maryi came to die Sepulchre j St. Markg 
the two Maryi and Salome; St. iMke, th^ 
Women who came from Galilee, and he i 
kons, vcr. i r. the two Marys, Joanna^ and i 
ther fVomen -with them. 

The three Evangelijls agcec in naming tha 
two Maiys as the principal Perfons concerned ; 



(^PRe of them mention others as being in their 
[ Company. And this is a Variation, which, I 
! beHeve, happens in every Part of Story reported 
by ditferent Writers, and is no Dilcredit to any, 
Suppofe that three News-writers fliould give 
an Account of opening a Seffions of Parliament. 
— The firft ihould fay, " The King, attended 
" by the Prince, came to Parliament." — The 
Second, " The King, attended by the Prince 
« and the Duke. " -* The Third, " The King, 
" attended by the Prince, the Duke, and the 
" principal Offict^rs of State : " Would any 
Man Hving imagine he faw Contmdidions in 
thefe Accounts ? Why then is the Gofpel fuf- 
peitcd in a Cafe, where no other Hiftory in the 
World would be fulpeded? 

3. The fame Anfwer may be applied to the 
third Variation, as far as it relates to the Num- 
ber of Angels fecn. The mentioning one was 
fufficient to aniwer all the purpofes of the Hi- 
ftory; and he'who fays there were two, does 
not contradiift him who mentions one, unlefs he 
has faid, there was hui one, which none of the 
Emangehfts has faid. 

The Cunfiderer thinks there is no Harmony a- 
mong the Evangelijisy becaufe fome fpeak of the 
Women feeing Angels^ others call them Men. 
He might have faid St. Luke contradidls him- 
. felf } for he calls them both Men and Angels, 
in diff^^rcnt Parts of hii Relation. The Truth 
is, the Angels are fometimcs called Men, be- 
caufe they appeared in the Form of Men ; for 
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fame Rcaibn that -Mrabam called the . 
gels Men, who appeared to him on the PU 
of Mamre. 

4. St. Mattbenii and St, Mt^-k ^ee in 
Meflage fent by the Aiigels to the Difcipl 
that he would ^ before them into Galilee, 
lake has not exprclUy mentioned the 
fige, but has iaid nothing inconfiitent with i 
The Angels tell the Women, He h 
bere\ be is rifen-, remember Ixiw be j 
ym — exadtly agreeable lo St. Mattbe^$^ 
Account: He is mt here; be t's ri/en, as he 
Jaid. As Toon as the Women had received this 
-Information from the Angels, he lays they went 
and tdd the Dilcipks ; and fo (ays St. Matibew* 
The Meflage tlicn, as delivered by the Angds, 
and whatever elfe happened at tlie Sepulchre a 
the firft Vifit made by the Women, iUnds c 
of all Difficulties. 

But it may be proper here to take Notice i 
the fecond Meltige given by otir Saviour him- 
felf, and mentioned by St. Matthew and St. 
yebn. St. Matthew gives the fccond Meflage 
in the fame Words with the hrfl: : I'ell my B«- 
tiirejiy that they go into Galilee, and there JbaB 
they fee me. St. John iky s, tell them, I ej'cetU'm 
tmto my Father and your Father, and to my Gfk^ J 
and your God. It is very probable, that 
Words in St. Matthew, and diole in St. Jok 
are Parts of the fame Mellage ; and St, yoh 
finding the firft Part reported by the Evange*- 
lifts before him, left it as he found it, adduig 
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only the fecond Part. As the firfl Meflage im- 
ported no more, than that they fhoiild fee him 
again, before he left them; and plainly intimat- 
tcd, that the Time was come to take leave of 
them (otherwife what Occafion was there to 
appoint this Meeting merely to fee him, if he 
was to continue with them?) This being, I fay, 
the Cafe, the other Evajigelijls mention thq firft 
Part of tlie Meffiig'e as including the whole ; 
St. yohfi adds the latter Part, to explain and af- 
certain the Meaning. The whole Meflage then 
will ftand thus : " Go, tell my Difciples to go 
" into Galikc ; there they Qiall fee me before 
" I leave this World, and afcend to my Fa- 
" ther and your Father, G?c. " Is not this Mef- 
fi^ ail of a piece ? Does not one Part imply 
and infet the other ? If the Conifdercr can think 
otherwife, he lias a greater Talent (and indeed 
I think he has) of raifmg Contradiiiions, than 
any Philofopherj either moral or immoral, ever 
had before him. 

The Conjtderer has farther Difficulties ftlll. 
jBy 5*?. Luke, he %s, it appears, that the Men 
•iverc at the Sepulchre after the Angels were gone; 
but by St. John, that they were there before the 
jfrigeJs came, 'Therefore either the Men did not 
fee the Angels, or the JVitneJfes do not agree in 
their Evidence about it '*. What a Work is 
here about nothing ! Who told him the Men 
did fee the Angels? It is manifeft they did not. 

* Firft E(Kr. p. 51, 52. Third Edit p, 41. 
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_^ he firft Appearance of Angels was 
Pefer and John came ; the iecond was after 
they were gone. But the Conjiderer wants a 
Reafon to be given, why the Angeh ivitht^ew, 
js he cx'prefies it, upon the Mens coming^? H* 
may as well enquire, why they are withdrawa 
now. If" God thought propei', to inform thfi 
Women of the Refurrcdion, by an Appearancp 
of Angels, and not the Men, he had his Refc 
fons, and wife ones doubtlefs, though the Oapi 
fderer cannot fee them. 

But we have not yet done : St. Matthew rq 
ports that Mary held Jefus by the Feet, end wori 
Jhipped hi?}} ; St. John, that Jejus faid to hef 
ItoiJch me not. Here the Confiderer is puzzle* 
again j but what offends him, I cannot ima^iw 
Xl Mary had not laid hold of Jejus's Feet, 
could have had no Occafion to fay, Touch 
not. Tliefc Words therefore m St. John i 
pofe the Cafe to have been as reprelented ^ 
St. Matthew ; and yet the Conjiderer cannot,, c 
will not lee it. 

From the Words, Touch me not ; for I at 

mt yet ajcended to my Fat/jer; a Sufpidon b^ 
been raifcd by IVoolJlon, tiiat Chrjji's Body ..wa 
not a real tangible Body ; and the Author ()j 
the Tfya! had expofed and contiited fo wea* 
and groundiefs a Suggcflion. " It could pg| 
*' as he had proved, be in^rred from t' 
** "Words, Touch me not : for thoufands fay 
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«^ every Day, without giving the leaft fufpicion, 
" that their Bodies are not capable of being- 
" touched : nor from the Words / mn not yet 
*' afcended to my Father, for tho' there is a 
" Difficulty in thefe Words, there is no' 
difficulty in feeing that they have no 
Relation to Chri/i's Body, for of his Body 
nothing is faid '." And what fays the ConJT-- 
diTer? why // the fForJs, touch me not (fays 
he) did not figfnjy, touch not my body, what ' 
did they fignify ^ ? Tiie Author of the Tryal^ 
you fee, had faid that thefe Words, / am not 
afcended to my Father, had no Relation to 
Chrift's Body, and the Conjiderer reprefcnts him 
as faying, that the Words touch me not had no 
Relation to it. This is tlie Conjiderer' i Method 
of anfwering Books ; bccaiife he finds it difficult ' 
to aniwer what the Author hai faid, he is' 
refolved to confute what he has not faid. 

The next Appearance of Cbriji was on the 
Day of the Refurreiftion, to two Difciples in 
their Road to Emmam. St. Mark has juft 
mention'd this Story '. But we are indebted to 
St. Liike for the particulars of it ^. One of 
the two, St. Luke tells ns, was Cleopkai j and ' 
the other, if we inay believe the Qinfiderer^ was 
Simon Peter. Who it really was, is of little 
Importance in itfelf; that it was not Simen 
Peter, whatever he thinks of the Matter, is 
moll evident. Had Peter been prefent, it is 

• Tryal p. 66. " Firft Edit. p. 53. Third Edit.^ 
p. 42. f Chap, xvi la. ' Chap. xm. ij, &c. 
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likely that an inferior Difciple would hav< 
been the principal Spokefman ; efpecially wheii 
a Part of the Converfetion turned upon P^tef 
himlelf. It is the lei's likely, becaufe St. Pett 
was probably then at Jerujeilem, where the fa 
Evangelift informs us the Eleven were gathi 
together '. But to put the Matter out of a 
Doubt, when the two Difciplcs returned froi 
Emmans to the Apoflles at Jcrufalem, thcs 
found them difcouriing about an Appearance ( 
Chrijl to Simon Peter ; Ihe Lord is rijen iijdeet 
and hath appeared to Simon ^ I dcfire to know 
what Appearance the Evangelift means herft 
Is it that to the two Difciples.in the Road ) 
Emtnaus? Impoflible. Thefe Difcip!eshadn( 
yet made their Report ; and it will be too mud 
for the Confiderer to fay, that the Eleven kne« 
it by Infpiration. 

If the Reader is defiious to know how tfai 
Confiderer came by this Notion, I think I ca 
inform him. It is founded, if I miibke na 
upon tliis very Pailage, the Lord is rifen, an 
bath appeared to Sifmn, wliich proves the dira 
contraiy. Had the Cmfiderer argued that MoJ 
wrote the Pentateuch, therefore Si7mn Peti 
was the Companion of Ckophas^ it would hat 
been much more escufable; becaufe though ! 
would not have proved his Conclulion to 1 
true, it would not, as this Text does, prove 
to be falie. The Con/iderer llippolcs that to 1 
3 Report of the two Diicipics to the Eleven 

' Ibid; 9. 3+. 
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which was in Fad a Report of the Eleven 
to them, viz. that tlje Lord was rijen and bad 
appeared to Simon. Inlenfible of this Blunder, 
evident as it is, he goes on, and raifes this very 
wife Retkdion upon it, that it Jeems as if it 
did not appear to h the tard to Cleophas^ but to 
Simon only ^ ; an Inference impertinent enougii, 
had his Conftruitioii of the Pallbge been right j 
but what can be faid of it, when the Con- 
ftrufUon is fo manifeftly wrong ? 

His Remarks upon the Story itfelf are juft as 
groundlefs, as thole upon the Perfons of the two 
Difciples. He is, 1 fuppofe, offended at it, 
became there appprs to be fomething miraculous 
in it. Miracles he treats every vvhere as abfurd 
and impoffible, and feeins to think tliat God 
has no more Authority in his own Creation 
than he and I have. St. Mark fays, our Saviour 
appeared to the two Difciples in another Form ; 
St. Lukey that their Eyes "were holden ; and this 
the Qmfiderer places to the Account of Contra- 
diAions ; " one EvangeUft making the Caufe to 
" be in the ObjeiS, and the other in the Eyes" '', 
It is flxange the Gentleman will not underftand 
common Language. Who does not fee that the 
Evangelifls meant to exprefs the fclf fame • 
Thing ? If Jefus appeared in another Form, • 
tbeir Eyes of courfe 'were holden, that they 
ihould not know him : All that the Hiflbrians 
Ipean to intimate is, that there was an Im- , 

"" Firft Edit. p. 5?. Third Edit, p. 44. * Rrft Edit. 
p. S5- Third Edit- p. 4J» 44. 
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limetit, which prevented their knowing hii 
That this might happen either in a natural 
fupernatural way, the Author of the Tryal h 
Ihown, in a manner agreeable to Reafon and tru 
Philofophy, and fuch as will correlpond exadlJ 
with the ExprefTions of both Evangelifts. Til 
Qmfiderer has thought proper to take no Notic 
of This, or none that deferves any Anfwer. 

One Queftion however he has put in Reg; 
to this Srory, to which I fhail give him an Att 
Iwer, The QuelHon is this ; Can any goo 
Keajon be given, why 'Jejm did not dijcover him 
felf to them by the Way^ and give them the jTflJ 
which Jiicb Difarvery would have made ' ? 

Now die Point dilcufled upon the Road \ 
whetlier it was not agreeble to Prophecy, tha 
Chrili fliould fiiffcr and rife again from tlj 
dead. Chrijl himfelf undertook to prove thi| 
Prdpofition at large, from die Scriptures of th 
old Teftament, and the Argument leemed t< 
have its intended EfFeift. Suppofe now he ha( 
firft made himfelf known, and then enterd 
upon this Argument, what would have 1 
the Confeqiience ? Plainly this; the Surprize c 
feeing one from tlie dead, and the Authority o 
Cbrijl reafoning from the Scriptures, muft haw 
difturb'd their Judgment, and made theii 
perhaps fubmit to his Interpretation of thj 
Prophecies, without confidering whether jufl: c 
not. The plain Reafon therefore, why th 
Difcovery was not made fooner is, that he migl^ 

' Firft Edit. p. j;. Third Edit. p. 44. 
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convince their Undcrftandings firft, upon (he 
Strength of Reafon and Argument, whilft their 
Minds where yet free from any Impreifion by 
the Event itfeif, and the irrelifijble Fprcc of 
Ojrifl's own Authority. This Reafon ought lo 
have great weight with the Om/iilerer, becaufe 
it is founded on a Maxim very much talked of, 
ihougli very little obferved by the Gentlemen 
of his Stamp, that all Prejudice and PrepofleiCon 
fhould be excluded in fearching after Truth. 

The Appearance of our Saviour at diiferent 
Times, to the Women and to one or two of 
the Difciples detached from the reft, adds no 
Imall weight to the general Evidence of the 
kefurredtion. But the greateft Point lingly 
confidered, is his (hewing himfelf to the whole 
Body of Difciples ; eating, drinking, and con- 
verfing with them, and giving them an Op- 
portunity of being latisfied of the Fadl at Icifure, 
by all proper Methods of Tryal, and by the 
Variety of Evidence that a matter of Fatft is 
capable of. Such Appeai'ances there are ieveral. 
The Credit of them Hands upon the united 
Tcilimony of all the Neii^ 'Tejlament Writers. 
The four Evangelifts, the Author of the jlSi, 
and St. Paul are unanimous in the Point. And 
what has the Cmjiderer oppofed to Evidence {o 
iuU and ftrong ? why he is puzzling himfelf 
and his Readers with Ibine Circumftances of ' 
Time and Place, which he either does not, or 
will not underftand ; comparing the Concifenels 
of one Writer with the Copioulnefs of another, 
miftaking one Appearance for anotlier, and 
with 
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bis ufualDecency calling them Inconpjiendei 
Improbabilities, Abjurdities, and ContradiSims ^. 

Be bis Objections what they will, the Im* 
portance of the Subjei5l demands, what tht' 
Writer has no Qaim to, a ferious Anlwer. I fhafl 
therefore compare the feveral Writers of the 
Gofpel together, as to the manner of dating 
the Fa<5t, and take Notice of the ConfitUrer^s 
Exceptions, as they fall in my Way. 1 would 
alk then, wherein do Matthew^ Mark, and Lufy^ 
differ as to the Point in Queftion ? Do they nc^jf 
agree one and all that Cbrifi fliewed himielf ter" 
the Eleven >^c/^/^r ? This, I think, is granted. 
And do they not further agree with Regard to 
his Difcourfe, that it was in Sum and Spb=- J 
ftance the fame ? This tile Conftderer does ni? 
deny. Where then lies the Difference ? Wh 
Matthew, it feems, difagrees witb Luke as 
*Time and Place ; for Matthew fays it -was at 
Mountain in Galilee j whereas, according ' ^^ 
Luke, it was at Jerufalem '. The ' Conftder't 
will excufe me, if I take no Notice of " 
pretended Difference of Time; the Matter 
Place being once explained, the Time 
rectify itfelf. 

It is allowed then, that the Place of Inte 
view, according to St. Matthew, was in Gt 
liJee ; according to St. Luke, at Jeru/ale 
What then ? Does St. Matthew fay that he mi 
his Diiciples no where but in Galilee, or St 

" Firft Edit. p. 70. Third Edit. f. 5. ' Firft Edit. p. ; 
Third Edit. f. 47. 
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^nat he faw them only at *^erujakm ? 
Nothing like it. What hinders then, but 
diat they might meet both in Galilee and 'Je*' 
rufakm f The Confidcrer thinks that, in th* 
Senfe of thele Writers, they met for the Jirfi 
and lafi 'time ; but here again he concludes, aa> 
nfual, a great deal too fart, and outruns his 
Evidence. Does either of them declare that it 
was the firft and laft Time ? No. What Cir- 
Cumflance then is it, upon which the Confiderer^ 
builds fo pofitive a Conclufion ? Why it iS 
this ; neither of thefc Writers mentions more 
than one Interview with Chrijl and his Apo- 
ftles, therefore in their Senfe of the Matter^ 
ihere could be but one. Is this the Logic, that> 
is to prove Chriji and his Apoftles to be Cheats 
and Impoftors ? 'To jlxm Mankhid the Jlupid 
Nature of Bigotry, and to hold forth the accept- 
able Light of "Truth ? ^ Is it not amazing that a,- 
Man flioald fet up for a Difturber of Religion, 
who is fo poorly provided with that natural 
Logic of common Senfe, which all Men are 
born with ? 

Had the Confiderer had the leaft Inclinatioa^ 
to treat the Gofpel with any Fairnefs, he could 
not have miftaken fo egregioufly in this Part. 
Matthe'W and Luke, he obferves, dijagrce in 
Time and Place, Is it not a natural Confe- 
quence that they fpeak of different Appearances ? 
_poubtleis it is. But inltead of making this 
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JJSb of it, he fuppofes tliem, without tttc 
Proot for it, to fpeak of one and the fame Ap- 
pearance, and to contraditH: one another in ai^ 
figning different Times and Places, . 

But tliat there may not remain any Doulii 
or Obfcurity upon tliis Part of the Hiftory,. '^ 
IS proper to take notice of the Reafon why thi 
Meflage fent from the Sepulchre, appointai th 
Djfciplcs to go into Galilee to fee yejiis, thoug] 
he notvvitliftanding appeared to them that vet; 
Night at 'Jerufakm. 

Our BlelSd Lord before his Crucifixion tcddi 
bis Difciples, ^'ttr that I am rij'en, I will gt 
before you into Galilee ^. This was the Evi- 
dence he promifed to give of his Relurreaiong 
and Galilee probably was chofen for the Place, 
becaufe he had fpent much Time, and ha4! 
many Difciples there, who were to have thi% 
Evidence given them. This then was the pub-j 
lie Appearance, of which our Loi'd had given 
Notice in his Life-time ; whereas the Appear- 
ances at 'Jcrujakm were not upon Notice given 
and were to the eleven Apoitles, and to fuci 
only as happened to be with tliem. 

The Angels therefore, and our Lord him 
felf in his firll Appearance, remind the Difci 
pies to go into Galilee, to receive the Evidences 
he had promifed to give them of his Refurre-;; 
ftion. There was no Occafion to mention hist 
Intaition to fee them that Night at Jcrujalem^ 
of which no Expedation had been given, 

Marlf xiv. a8. 

Now 



Now though the Appearance at yerufali 
■was to the Eleven only ; yet the Mcflage 9t 
meet him in Galilee was to all his Dlfciplc^ 
St. Mark makes the Promife of this Appearand! 
to concern the Women as well as the MeA 
The Words of the Angels to the Women ar<4 
there Jhall ye fee him as hejaid unto you. Th' 
dien was a public Meeting before an Aflembl 
warned to be prefent ; and here it was (as thei 
is great Reafon to fuppofe) that our Lord ap4 
peared to above five hundred Brethren at onoii 
according to the Relation made by St. Paul ^ ^ 

The intermediate Appearance to the ApolH^ 
interfered not with this Appointment, whicA 
was obferved by the ApolUes, who went intfe; 
Galilee to fee 'Jefus there. This being the Af*:* 
pearance foretold, and the Evidence fpeciallj^ 
promifed, St. Matthew paffes over all the other 
Appearances, and reports this as tiie Completion 
of our Lord's Prophecy, as the Afiurance giveft* 
in his Life-time, repeated by the Angels, anfll^ 
foy himfelf at the Sepulchre. He mentions thfc^ 
Eleven only as travelling into Galilee^ in Obe^- 
dience to die Command they received ; but ft 
is to be colle-fled from his fhort Account, th^' 
others were prefent and faw the Lord — L__Fojf* 
he fays of the Eleven, When they faw him tlj^ 
Jm>rJ}jipped bim — and adds, but fime doubted^ 
lio can hardly be fuppofed to be any of thoff^ 
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who had feen him before at Jeriifakm, and up* 
QD. feeing him now worfhipped him. 

But it may be proper to coniider under oti\ 
View the feveral Appearances of y^fus, and ttu 
Order of them, as it may be caikd from th^ 
facred Hiftoriaiis. 

J. The firft, which was at or near the Sei 
piilchre, to Mary Magdalene and other Woma 
has been accounted for at large already. 

2, That to the two Difciples going to Em 
mam was on the Day of the Refurreiflion, ant 
is attended with no material Difficulty arifinj 
from the Account as to Time or Place, or any 
other Circumftances. The Conjidcrer has a\ 
Fault to find, but that diere is fomething mii 
raculous in the Circnmftances of it. This x.o\ 
has been confidcred, as far as was neceflary. 

3. The fame Day our Lord appeared to S( 
Peter, but whether before he coiiverfed with tb 
two Difciples or after, is not certain. It \ 
not till after the two Difciples had left Jerujh 
lem, and fet out for Emmmis ; for it appears a 
the Account they give our Lord of what hal 
come to their Knowledge, that they knew noi 
thing of any Appearance to Peter : And yet ij 
was before thefe two Difciples returned li 
yerufakm ; for they found the Eleven dii 
courling of this Appearance to Peter, It i 
doubtfiil therefore whether of the two laft me% 
tioned Ihould be placed firft j but they boti 
"(appened on the Ifey of the Rcfurredion. 

4. Th« 
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^^Lf.. The next in order is die AppeaiaBce oiv 
^^b Evening of the fame Day unto the Eleven, 
^l^tioned by St. Mark, xvi. 14. and St. Luh^ 
^rov. 36. and St. John, xx. ig. St. Luke and 
St. yo/jn plainly enough defcribe the Time of 
this Appearance ; and that St. Mark means tho 
lame Appearance may be coUefled from our Savt- 
our upbraiding the Eleven — bemufe tbey believ- 
ed not them "wbich had feen him after he was 
rijen; which Iliows that this was the firft Time, 
he had appeared to them hlmfelf. 

5. The Appeai'ance to the Eleven when 
'thomai was with them, Jobuy xx. 26. whidj 
was eight Days after. 

6. The Appearance to the feventy Dilci- 
ples at the Sea ot T'ilferias, j'*"''-"^, xxi. 1. 

7. The Appearance in Galilee mentioned ex- 
prefsiy by St. Matthew only, but referred to 
yms i. 4. 

8. The Appearance at 'Jerufalem before his 
Afcenfion, ASis^ i. 6. It is plain this Appearance 
was at Jerujalcm ; for ^. 4. our Lord orders 
the Apoftles to tarry at ferufalcm ; and that 
he met them juft before his Afcenfion is evi- 
dent, jf^, 12. for they returned to Jerufalem, 
from whence they had followed him to Mount 
Olivet, to be Witnefles of liis Afcenfion. 

I omit the Relation of Appearances given by 
St. Paul, I Cor. 15. forhis Account creates no 
Difficulty. 

The Time of the five firfl Appearances is 
clear enough. The Sixth which is the Appear- 
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at the Sea of Tiberias, was before i 
Command given them, not to depart from ^4 
rujaktfi, for after that Command they « 
not have gone to the Sea of Tiberias. 
Seventh then was that wherein they received ti 
Command to ftay at JerufaUm, and was t 
Appearance appointed in Galilee by our Lord i 
his Life Time, and by the Angels at the S( 
pulchre. The Eighth was the lafi, and is righl 
ly placed as to the Order of Time and as to the 
Place ; for it followed the Injundion to ftay at 
yerufakm, and was that wherein our Lord af^^_ 
ccnded, which was the laft Appearance to th 
Apoftles. 

Let US fee now whether by this Light, t" 
can account for the Manner in which the Evai 
gelifts relate thefe Appearances. If you tk 
Matthew by himfelf, you have an Account i 
one Appearance only. The fame may be fait 
with RefpeSl to Mark and Ijike ; who boti 
fcem to fpeak of the fame Appearance, but maJ 
nifeftly a different one from that of St. Mattheu 
which was in Galilee ; whereas the other was a 
"Jerufalcm. ' How comes it now to pafs thafc 
thefe Evangelifts mention each of them but on* 
Appearance, if there were indeed fo many moref 
The Truth is, that the Evangelifts did noj 
write full Hiftories of our Saviour's Life, bufl 
fhort Annals or Commentaries ; and fometimd 
contradted into one Difcourfe or Narratioi 
Things relating to the fame Matter, thoagji 
fpoken or done at dJiferent Times. What Stt 
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ytkn fays of his own Golpcl, Many other Signs 
Sd y^/w-f in the PreJ'ence of his Dijcipks, which 
are not ivritten in this Book,^ may be laid very 
£drly of the reft. The Words of St. John fol- 
bw immediately after tlie Account he has given 
of the Appearances to the Difciples after the » 
Refurreiflion, and probably referred to the Gpi=^ " (jt 
naatt in his Gol'pel of many other Appearances 
made to the Difciples. 

Now though St. Mattheiv reports only the 
Appearance in Galilee, and St. Mark and St. 
Ijike feem to report only that on the Day of the 
Refurredion at jErufalem ; yet St, Mark has 
given a plain Intimation of that in Galilee, by 
the Meffage from the Angels to the Difciples } 
and St. John has reported and diftinguifhed 
three Appearances, and given Notice that there 
were others not written in his Book. 

St. Luke in the Ai\% of the Apoftles has re- 
ferred to feveral Appearances, telling us, that 
Jcfus Jhewed himfelj ali-ve after bis Paffion by 
mar^ infallible Proofs, beeng feen of them forty 
T>ays,and fpeaking of the 'things pertaining to the 
Kingdom of God." You have here a concife ge- 
neral Account of our Lord's appearing to his 
Difciples, and of the fubjeft Matter of his Dif- 
courfes to them at thofe Times, that he fpolce 
of the things pertaining to the Kingdom of God. 
After this general Account he mentions two 
" "inft ^^pcarances, which were neceflary to 
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be taken Notice of, to introduce the Account 
he had id give of the Afccnfion. The firft is, 
that wherein he orders them to tarry at yeru^ 
Jiatiem ; the fecond is that at yerufaleniy when 
he took leave of them and afcended. The firft 
rf thefe Appearances is remarkably intro* 
duced— j^ 4. and being ajfembled together nmth 
them ; the Original is, x«; (rmahZfiLinq —fapf^ 
muT^g ; which Words are properly to be render- 
ed, and having ajfembled them together.^ The 
other Appearances recorded feem to be acci-* 

i. dental, by our Lord's coming in when the Eleven 
vTvfctc iwr together ; but this is fpoken of as a 
Meeting fummoned by himfelf, and was, I 
doubt not, that Meeting which he had ap- 
pointed the Day of his Refurreftion, by tne 
Meflage fent to the Difciples by the Angels and by 
himfelf; and is the very fame Meeting in Galilee 
mentioned by St. Matthew. At this Meeting 

^ St. Luke fays, the Difciples received the Order 
to tarry at Jerufalem \ after which they could 
not travel into Galilee^ as they were command- 
ed, and confequently this Appearance was itfelf 
the Appearance at Galilee ; or happened after it, 
which there is no Reafon to think. 

The Difciples being thus ordered to yeru- 

Jalem^ repair thither. JVhen they therefore were 
come togetfjer^ they ajkedhim^ if 6. Wilt thou 
at this T'ime reflore the Kingdom to Ifrael f This 
Queftion was not afked at the aflembling men- 

i Vide Grotium in he, 

I tioned 



( 129 ) 

tioned "^ 4. which is dearly diftiniS from that 
mentioned f 6. for wh.it Occifion was there to - 
mention again their coming togetiicr, after we 
had been juft told they were together? Had it 
been faid, then they ajked, &c. it would have been 
a Continuation of the Dilcourfe with the fame 
Affenibly ; but when their Meeting together is 
lb diftinftly mentioned, it fliews ic to be ano- 
ther and a different Meeting, after the Difdples 
were got together at 'Jerufakm. 

At this Meeting our Lord afflires them they 
(hould receive Power by the coming of the hdy 
Ghoft ; then led them to Bethany, or Mount 
Olivet, and in their Prefence afcended. 

Let us examine now how fiir thefe particular 
Accounts will enable us to adjuft the abridg'd 
Narration of our Saviour's Appearances in the 
three firft Eviingeiifts. The fulleft is that of 
^t.Liike; he mentions our Lord's appearing to 
the Eleven, and thole with them on the Even- 
ing of the RefurreitioQ. But it is maiiifeft, un- 
der that Appearance, he brought together the 
Sum of what was done and faid by our Saviour, 
during his Abode on Earth after the Reforrec- 
tion. For he begins to fpeak of his Appearing 
the Day of the RefurreiSion, xxiv. 3 8. and con- 
tinues his Narration to the Afcenfion, jf' 5 1 . 
He tells us himfelf in the jflSis, that there were 
forty Days between the Refurredion and Afcen- 
fion. It is undeniable then, that Iiis Account in 
the Goipel is an abridg'd Account of what 
paffed, in our Lord's Meeting his Difciplcs 
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during tliat Tune; and this clearly appear; 
be the Cafe by comparing his abridg'd Account 
with the more particular Accounts already 
mentioned. 
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.^ukexxiv. from :^ 36, to j 

inclufive — you have the/ 
fame AtGoimt of what palledMolin xx. 19, 
:it the firft Appearance wliichl 
St. Jobn gives. J 

At;f^4g. you have what T 
pafled at the Meeting in Ga- ( 
lileey mentioned by Mattheiff 
and Luke. 3 

Ac jf 50, 51, you i»ave~i 
what paffed ut tlie laft Meet- 
ing at Jeru/alem, before tlie 
Afcenfion mentioned in the 
^£fs, and referred to in St. 
Mark. 



M.it.xxviii.i6»t?( 
Ads i. 4. 



Ads i. 6 — 9. 
Mark xvi. i g^ 



St. Luke iays, that our Lord came to th 
Eleven juft as the two Diiciples had reportd 
what had paiTed in tlie Journey to Emmausi, 
and as our Lord expounded to them the Scrip- 
tures and eat with them, (o now lie gives the 
fame Evidence and the fame Expoliiion of the 
Scriptures to the reft : And fuiely it was a nar- 
tural Thing to take up the fame Difcourle, 
open the Underftaijdings of the Eleven, as 
- liad opened the Underftanding of the two befon 
md to give tl-.cm the fame Evidence of the 
Reality 
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Uty of his Refurredion, and this tak^^^ 
from jf 41. to 48. 

St. Ma?-k's NaiTition is (horter tli-.m St. Zjuke's, 
But plainly of the fame Kind : He begins with ] 
an Account of our Saviour's appearing, as St. 
Luie does, xvi. 14. and ends with his Afcen- 
fion, J^ 19. 

But as much abridged as thefe Acounts are, 
one tnaterial Thing there is, which none of the 
Writers have otnitted, viz. the Commiffion 
then given to tlic Apoftles to teach all Nations^ 
and in Confequence of it a Promifeof Power and 
AlTiftance from above^. St. Luke fays, jiSts i. 3. 
th.it the Subjeia: of his Dlfcourfes to his Dif- 
cipJes were the "Things pertaining to the Kingdont 
ij'God. Thefe Things are tranlinitted to us by 
every Writer ; and though none has mentioned 
tvery paaicular Appearance, yet the Sum of 
what was laid at all the Appearances is feith- 
fiilly recorded by all. 

I have ftated this Part of our Saviour's Hi- 
ftory for the Sake of thofe who have Patience 
and Attention enough to tonfider it ; and 1 hope 
fuch may find feme Light and Satisfaftion from 
what has been fiid. But with regard not only 
to this, but to all other Parts of the Hiftory, it 
may be proper to obferve, that the Number of 
Writers makes amervds for the Deficiencies of 
any one. The ChrJIlian has a large Field to 
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tange in ; he is not to ieek his Faith in oi 
Evaiigelill, but in all. In all together he 
fure to find a latisfaclory Account of his Ma- 
iler's Life and Dodiine ; abimdanily fufficient 
to direft liis Judgment, to convince his Under- 
ilanding, and to give him the SatisfeiSion that 
is proper for a rational Being. 

It is to no Purpofc to go over the Con/idcrer't 
Objeftions to this Part of tlie Hiftory. If the 
Reader has the Curiofity to fee them, he will 
find them all colleded together at Pages 6K, 
69, of the Firft Edition, and 55, 56, of th& 
Third. All he has faid will, by comparing ' 
with the foregoing Account, be found to 1 
built on his own Miflakes. Some of thei 
feem to be wilfi.il ; he fuppofes Mattbi-' 
Mark, wlio report our Lord's Order to m( 
bim in Galilee^ to be contradifled by St. Luh 
who reports an Order to them not to depar 
£rovc\ J erufalem '\ He could not, I think, bijj 
fee, that thefe were different Orders, given i 
different Times, and upon diiferent OccaGoq! 
But be it to himfelf. 

His Objections to the Relation given of th 
Afcenfion of ye/us, are of the fame kind, am 
they will be ealily aceounted for, by confidei 
ing the Series of the Tranfac^ions above. 

It is fcarce worth while to obferve, becaiij^^ 
it is obvious to the moft indifferent Reader, th^ 
afxr the Revolt of Judas, The Elrccn was tl 

* HrftEdic. p. sB. Third Edit. p. 47. 

5 CHtrre 
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t Style for the whole-College of Apoftles j 
and after the Call of Matthias to the Apofto- 
late, they were again called th Twelve. In 
, Virtue of this Style, a general Meeting of the 
I Apoftles, is called a Meeting oi the Eirjen, or' 
of the Tkuelve, though one or more may happen 
to be abfent. This is agreeable to both ancient 
and modern Ulage in the Cafe of Senates, 
Councils, and the like. Hence it is that St, 
Xjtke fays, xxiv. 20. the Ekirn. were gather- 
ed together, though it appeais by St. yobn^ 
XX. 24. that Thomas was abfent. St. f*W, 
I Cor. XV. 5. calls it a Meeting of tbe Twelve^ 
becaufe he was not converted till after the Ele- 
flion of Matthias, when that came again to be 
the uflial Style. Had the Ccnfiderer had Scnfe 
enough to have feen this (and a very little 
would have been fufficient for the Purpofe) he 
might have fpared himfelf the Trouble and the 
Shame of charging St. "John^ St. Luke, and St. 
Paul with contradifting one another. B;!t he 
might perhaps Iiope that his Readers would 
c^cufe a fmall Blunder, for the Salie of fome 
beauties, that rife out of it 1 fuch as his Qiieiy 
(pag. 66.) with Regard to St. Paul'i Account, 
•whether judas ivas there to make yp the Num- 
ber f And his Exxufe for the Apoftle (p. 6B.) 
that perhaps be had forgot that one oj t'aem was 
Jallcn ajleep. Conceits which he is fo fond of» 
that they have pafled the Cenfure of his and 
his Friends fecond Thoughts, and have ftill a 
place in the Uft Edition, pag. 53 — 55. 

The 
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The Story which St. Joh/i has left us of i 
Thomas is fo ftrong a Proof of the Reibrredion 
of Cbrifl, and io remarkable an Evidence of the 
Reality of his Body, that I do not wonder to 
find the Conjiderer difpleafed with it. He Jms 
attacked it with a double Portion of the Spirit 
of Folly and Impiety, and has not that I can 
find dropt any thing, that carries the Face of 
an Objeftion. He thinks his hifideUty very ex- 
traordinary^ becaufe he ixjould tiot believe that Je- 
fus liias rijen from the Dead, except be Jaw 
and felt the Wounds that caufed his Dtath, aiid 
afks if thefe were better to he known than the 
Form of his Per/on, which they hadfooftm jeen '. 
This I am afraid carries an Implication with it, 
which the Confiderer was not aware of ; that 
Thomas had no Reafon to be fo nice and fcru-. J 
puious ; that the Evidence of Sight, and they 
well known Idea of his Face and Perfon werol 
fufficient for Conviftlon, Truth, I find, will''! 
fometimes obtrude itfelf upon a Man, even J 
againft his Thoughts and Inclinations. As tdj 
the JVounds that caujed his Death there is not^ 
that I can find, one Word about Wounds irf 
this wliole Story. The tutth ~^>i n^mt, the' \ 
Print of the Nails, or the Scar that was left af- 
ter the Wounds were cured is two or three \ 
Times repeated, but nothing further. Why 
ihen does the Confiderer talk of Wounds ? Why, 
to introduce this very wife Qucftiojij Is it to v 
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he fi^poffd that the Power iDbicb raifed him to 
XJfe_ did not cure thoje Wotmdi f It is with juft 
as little Meaning that he afks, whether another 
Perjbn who might have a Mind to deceive could 
not make Scars ? The Reader, I believe, will not 
expeft to have a formal Confutation of fuch 
impertinent and fcnfelefs Suggeftioiis ; barely 
reciting them is expofing them cfFedually. 

Much about the fame Size with thefc is an^ 
other Exception he makes to this Story. Be- 
caufe the Wound in the Side is mentioned on- 
ly by St. John, he thinks Ihomas and the 
other Apoftles knew nothing of the Matter'. 
As if fo extraordinary a Circumftance was like- 
ly to be a Secret to any of them ; and as if "TIjo- 
mas'5 direct Appeal to this Circumftance was 
not a Demonftration, that it was no Secret to 
him, I leave it with the Reader, without any 
farther Anfwer, as one Inftance, amongft a 
Thoufand, of the Folly and Abfurdity into 
which a Man is fure to be betrayed, when the 
uticlcan Spirit of Singularity has once feized 
him. Tlie Cmsfidcrer has faid fomething more 
of this Piece of Hiftory, but it is fo like the 
Sample already given, that it would be an Af- 
front to the Reader to take anyfurther Notice of it. 
After having gone through his Proofs againlt 
the Credit of the Golpel-Hiftory, the Covjiderer 
returns to the ^r\alofthe Witmjjh. The Au- 
thor of the ^ryal had libfeiTed, tlut in all ' 
Ciiles of Confequehce Men take Care to make 
Choice of proper unexceptionable Witnefles, 

that] 
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"^Iftiat the (ame Care was taken in the RefurrefUoi 
and then adds, ' ' How comes it to pafs then, 
*' theveryThingwhichfiiutsout allSufpicioni] 
" other Cafes, (houM in this Cafe only be of 
*' others the moftfufpicious Thing itfelf.''" Tl 
Con/iderer zniwers, becaufe this Cafe of ail otht 
is the moft uncommon '. Is that a Reafon why 1) 
(houid not be fupporled by the beft Evidem 
that human Wifdotn is able to think of in 
moft material Cafes ? He goes on; h it not abfun 
that the meanefi IVitiiclfes frntld be pick'd a; 
cultd out for the beft and greatefi Affairs ? Wf 
he intends by the meaneft I know not. M< 
may furely be good Witnefles without havii 
great Eftatcs, and lie able to report what they fee 
with their Eyes without being Philofophers 
As fir then as the Truth of theRefurredion 
pended on the Evidence of Senie, the Apoi 
were duly qualified. But how comes he 
lay fuch Strefs upon their Meannefs ? did theiT 
Meannefs ftand in the Way of the Evidence, 
which arofe from the great Powei-s with which 
they were endowed from above ? Confider tl 
natural and fupernatural Qualifications, thi 
were in every refpedl proper VVitnefles 
thefe Qualifications together, and they w( 
Witneffes without Exception. But the Gwj 
derer thinks the Apoftles were interejled in 
Affair, and that half a dozen Watchmen wot 
have been better than a dozen jipojlles^. 

' Tryal, p. 47. ' FirftEdic. p. ^2. 3. Third Edit. 
)l 5 8. " Firft Edit. p. 1*4.. Third Edit. p. 64, 

would 
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^TTOiii! fam icnow, what fort of Witneifes htf 

I requires, Suppofe half-a-dozen Watchmen 

had ieeii and believed the Refurredlion, I 

doubt their being Believers would have been, in 

his way of Reckoning, an Objeftionj he 

would have told us, they expelled Commifli- 

ons in the Mejiah's Army ^. Would he then 

have Evidence from Unbelievers ? A Wimels, 

who does not believe the Truth of what he 

affirms, is a mere Cheat. No body therefore 

could be a Witnefs to the Refurre<5lion but a 

Believer; and fuch an one he efteems to be 

interefted. But this is an abfurd Obje<3:ion, 

becaufe it is an Objedion to every honeft Wit- 

hefs that ever lived ; for every honeft Witnefs 

I believes the Truth of what he fays. If he 

' means to charge the Apoftles with Views or 

Hopes of temporal Advantage to themfelves, he 

ftiews himfelf to be a mere Stranger to the 

Hiftory of the Church, or wilfully impofes on 

[ his , ignorant Readers. How much the Apo- 

I ftles endured and fuffered for the Teftimony of 

the Truth , what Havock was made among 

I the Converts to Chrifiianity, by Perfecution 

■ upon Perfecution, for three hundred Years to- 

[ gether, 'till the Empire became Chriftian, is 

as notorious as any Part of Hiftory ; and he 

may as well, and with as much Truth, deny 

' that there were any Heathen Emperors of" 

' Page 4+ 35- 
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^^KmCi as that the Apoftles, and firft ChtiiliJ 
itns, were afHi<5ted, tormented, and put to cruclH 
Deaths by tbein. ^^ 

In the next Page the Cor^iderer repeats the 
old Objeflion, ** that "Jefu: did not ihew 
" hirafelf to the 'Jews after his Refurredlion." 
This Plea had been examined, and anfwert ' 
in the 1'ryal; and fince the Conjiderer h 
thought fit to pafs over in Silence what lie foui 
there, I muft refer the Reader to the Tryal ii 
felf for an Aniwer to this oldObjeilion, Andj 
if he wants farther Satisfaftion, I recommend 
to him a little Piece wrote upon this Point on- 
ly, and publilhed in 1730^. The Confiderer 
wonders, that an extraordinnry jiSiion, — higbi^ 
neceffary to be known to Mankind, jl^uld be J^ 
fccretly done, that no Man Jaw it ; - — and tbi^ 
jefiisjlxuld require Men to believe his Difcipk 
rather than their own Senjes '. When fo ms 
ny faw him dead, and fo many faw and con- 
verfed with him after he arofe from the Grave, 
it is furprizing to hear this Affeition, that no 
Man faw the Refurre^tion. Is any thing more 
Wanting to complete a fenlible Proof of a Refur- 
reftion, than to fee a Man dead and buried, 
and to fee hiin alive again ? But, it feems, 
yews could not believe the Difciples in 

* jf'i imparlla! Examination, and full Confutation of h 
Argument, i^c. ngalnjl the Truth of unr Saviour's Refir. 
reHion, viz. That he appeared only to the DifcipleS 
Printed far J . Robens /« Wai"wick-lane, 1730. 

f Fiift Edic. p. 73. Third Edit. p. 59. 
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.eport they made of the Refurredion, withoi 

contradifting their own Senfes. They had then^ 
in this Writer's Opinion, the Evidence of 
Senje againft the Truth of the Refurrediion; 
This is great News, and it is Pity this Evi- 
dence was not produced j it would have been 
materi.i( to inform us, which of their Senfea 
aiForded tliat Evidence ; and by what Means 
he came to know this Piece of Evidence which 
the Jeios had, and which tlie World never 
h«rd of before, and which probably they will 
hear of again, 
'he Author of the T'ryal had taken Notice 
_. 'our Saviour's PrediiSion juft before his Death, 
mat the Jews (hould fee him no more, till they' 
faid, BleJJed is be that cometb in the Name of the 
Lard ' ; and then added, " The Jews were not 
" in this Difpofition after the Refurredlion, 
*• nor are they in it yet" ^. The Confiderer fays 
that yejiis himfelf found them in that Difpo/ition 
before his Death "^ j and he refa'S for Proof of 
this bold Afiertion to Luke x\x. 38. The Cafe 
there is this : Upon our Lord's Entrance into' 
Jerufalem, the Multitude of Difciples cryed,- 
Blejj'ed be the King that cometh in the Name of 
the Lord. This was the Language of the DiA^ 
dples only, and the Confiderer does not think- 
all the yews were Difciples. How comes he- 
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tfien to abufe the Scrippire and his Reader &} 
grolsiy, as to quote this Paffage as a Proof of 
the Djfpofition of the yews ? Did he not read in 
the very next verfe that the Pharilees called 
upon Cbrijl, to rebuke the Dtfcipki for what 
they iaid ? How could he be fo fliamclefs as to^ 
give this for Evidence, that the Jews were in j 
good Difpofition, which proves fo undeniabl] 
(hat they were in a bad one ? 

The Author of the Tnw/ obferved, tha 
notwithftanding the Story propagated among th( 
People, that the Difciples flole the Body, yt^ 
in all the Perfecutions raifed againrt them upcMi 
feveral Pretences, as of Herefy, Sedition, Scq 
they never were charged with am Fraud in tl)4 
Refurredion. He obferved too that the Chri^ 
ftian Faith being grounded on the Truth <A 
the Refurreftion, as the Balls and Foiindatioq 
of tlie whole, *' The thing for which thej 
" fufFered was the Truth of the Refurredion". 
So then, fays this finart Writer, the chiej, 
Pricjls never fo much as charged the jfpojlles win 
ar^ Fraud in the RfJiirreBion, but they put them 
to Death becaufe they believed it ■*. 

I wi(h this Writer loved trifling lefs, 
that I liked it better, for at prefent 'tis tool 
hard Work to follow him. But I fubmit, 
pud defire him to fay, whether every M^ 

? Firft Edit, p. 8j. Third Edit. p. 6^. 
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(that does not believe the Story of the ftealmg 
the Body by the Difciples, muft ncceffarily 
believe the Refurredtion ; if not, then furely 
the chief Priefts mighti confiftently M^ith their 
Notions, perfecute the Apoftles for preaching 
the Refurredion, though they did not charge 
them with ftpaling the Body, or any Fraud 
in contriving the Refurreftion. 

The Evidence of the Spirit in the Signs 
and Wonders wrought by the Difciples in 
Confirmation of the Truth of their Dodlrinc, 
was infifted on in the Tryal^ and I refer the 
Reader to it, fince the Confiderer has made 
no Reply to it. He fays, in this Age we 
have almoji loft it^ except amongji the Difoi^ 
pies of the infpired Mr. Whitfield, who has 
blown up a new Light of it ^ ■ ■ ■■ and has 
ventilated it by his Bellows \ What can be 
done with this profane BuflFoonry! I am for- 
ry to fee itj and if the Author is not quite 
obdurate, I wifli he may come to fuch a 
Temper of Mind, as to be forry for it too. 

When the Apoftles were brought before, 
the chief Priefts and the Council of the Jews^ 
and preached to them the RefurreSiion^ Ga^ 
maliel^ one of the Council, faid. If this be 
the Work of Men^ it will come to Nought i 
but if it be oj God, ye cannot overthrow 
it ^. From this PaiTage the Author of 

•FirftEdit. p. 8+. Third Edit. p. 69. "^ Xa^ v. 
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The Tryal argued, that Gamaliel couK 
poflibly have faid this, or the Council heard!] 
it with Patience, if they had believed the ReJ. 
farreftion a Cheat, and that the Difcipli 
had ftole the Body. The Argument wa* 
too ftrong for tlie Confiderer, and therefore^ 
he queftions the Truth of Gamaliel's utter- 
ing thefe iVords" ; and for Fear that fhould 
not be fufficicnt, he lays, Gamaliel might be 
be fo much a Philofipher, as ivell as a Scho- 
lar, to diffuade them from rigid Perfecutioi 
How his Philofophical Notion of Perfecutioi 
comes in here is hard to fay ; one wouI< 
think he was dreaming of Perfecutioi! 
talking in his Sleep, The Queftion is, Ho' 
Gamaliel could make the Suppofition, thai 
the Refurreition might be the Work of God, 
if he knew it to be the Fraud and Cheat 
Men? What has his Notion of Perfecutiorf 
to do here? Befides, if Gamaliel knew the 
Apoftles to be Cheats, would his Philofophy 
about Perfecution incline him to fpare Cheats. 
who (if they were Cheats) were guilty of- 
Forgery and Perjury and every other Crime, 
neceflary to carry on fuch a Fraud? ' 

The Cafe of Agrippa, and the ArgumenfJ 
from it in the tryal is much of the fame* 
Kind. The Confiderer fnppofes Agrippa to 
mean, that Faul was mad, and fays, he had 
told Paul before, he was a Madman^. Agrippa 
never did tdl Paul fo. The Confiderer^ I 
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^Tttppofe, miftook jigrippa for FeJIus. It was 
natural for the Roman Soldier, who knew 
nothing of the JeiviJ/^ Prophets, when he 
heard Paul appealing to them, to fay, miicb 
Learning had ma tie him mad"; but to put 
thefe Words into ^gripfia's Mouth, who 
was bred up in a Regard to the Prophets, 
is quite out of Character, as well as falfe ia 

^^HtVe have now gone through the Coftfide- 
^]^*s Exceptions to the Evidence of the Re- 
, furredlion, and to the Defence of that Evi- 
dence in the T'ryal of the Witnelfes-, but the' 
Bufinefs is not yet over. The Conjiderer has 
one Argument ftill in Referve, which, were 
there any thing in it, would ftrike at the 
Credit ot Revelation in general. He had gi- 
ven his Opinion of Miracles incidentally in 
feveral Parts of his Book, but at the Conclu- 
fion he endeavours to fupport it at large. He 
thinks, " That Miracles of any Kind are 
" impoffible and exclude all Evidence ; that 
" they are an Abfurdity to common Senfe 
" and Underftanding ; that they are jn- 
<' confiftent with the Reafon of Man and 
" Nature of Things; that they contradiQ: 
'' all that Mankind calls Truth and Reafon; 
«' that they are contrary to the Experience 
*' and Reafon of all Mankind, and utterly 
«* impoffible.''" 

' AiflsxKvi. 24.. '' Firft Edir. p. 1S4. 89, 90, 91. 
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1 ftiall difcufs this Point with him. aiia' 
iee what Reafon he has thus to dogmatife 
in Oppofition to the general Opinion of all 
Mankind in all Ages of the World. 

For the Poflibility of the Refurreifliol 
I muft do the Reader the Juflice once mcH 
to refer him to the I'ryal of the Witneffes\ 
where he will find this Point ftated and ex| 
plained in ftich a Manner that no Man, 
that is lefs a Sceptic than l\\c Confiiierer, catt 
have any Doubt about it. The Confiderer 
has made a Shew of anfwcring tliis Part oj 
the Tryal^ without ftatlng the Author's Ar- 
gument, without feeming to nnderliand on< 
Word of the Scope of it, and without citin| 
one Sentence fairly. So far as that Aathffl 
is concerned, it is fufficient to fay in his owe 
Words, what is the real Truth, that he bai 
faid nothing upon this Occafson, than whai 
any Man who never faw Ice^ might fay agatnfi 
en hundred honefi fVitneffti, who' ajfert thai 
Wafer turns to Ice in cold Ciimates ^. 

J^-For the Reafon and Poflibility of Miracles 

^^ general, 1 ftiall now beg Leave to talW 
■-with him. He is very frank in declaring his 
Opinion with regard to this Point, and I have 
laid it before the Reader in his own Words. 

igJothing can well be ftronger than the Laa*' 
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age in which he has exprefled it. He fcema 
plainly to declare that Miracles are not only 
impoflible in a moral, but in a phyfical Senfe ; 
that they are not only inconfiftent with the 
moral Attributes, but impoflible even to the 
Power of God. 

But be this as it will. I fhall take the Ar 
guments, as he himfelf has ftated them, and 
examine them by the Rules of common 
Language and common Senfe. He has in- 
deed fo involved himfelf in Words, that when 
he has a Meaning, it is not eafy to come at 
it. Reafon, right Reafon, Truth, and the 
Nature of Things, are Words of grcatWeight 
in the Apprehenfions of moft Men. Let 
fee what Place they hold in the Conjiderer's 
Eftimaiion. What Conceptions any Man 
frames to himfelf of the Cotirfe of Nature 
from his own Experience and Obfervation, 
are not Prejudices and Imaginations j but 
•what Senfe atid Reajbn are concerned about. 
This is the very Foundation of that Right 
Reafon, which can never contradi£i the Truth 
of Things '. In the firit Edition it ftands 
thus. This is the very Foundation of right 
Reafon; and Reafon, formed from hence, can 
never contradiB the Truth of Things ''. 

If every Man's Notion of the Courfe of Na- 
ture is the very Foundation &c. of right 
Reafon ; then right Reafon varies as much 

• Third Edit. f. 74. ^ Pa|fe ^o. 
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as People's Notions of the Courfe of NatofflJ 
—It is then right Reafon that fays the Sua 
goes round the Globe, for this the Vulgar 
reckon to be the Courfe of Nature. It 
right Reafon alfo, to fay the Sun is fixediJ 
and the Planets move round him ; for this 
appears from the Experience and Obfervation 
. of Aftronomers to be the Courfe of Nature. 
But how abfurd is it to malce right Reafon 
depend upon the Notions, which Men enter- 
tain of the Courfe of Nature; when it is the 
very Office and Bufinefs of Reafon to retlify 
the Errors, which Men perpetually fall into 
in the Judgments they make in this Cafe, 
Experience and Obfervation fhew, that a Cane' 
half in the Water, and half out, is crooked >, 
but Reafon, upon the Principle of true Soi- 
cnce, informs us oiherwife. Here then Ex- 
perience and Obfervation are on one Side, 
and Reafon on the other : And tiie fame 
Conclufion holds true in a thoufand Inrtances, 
and every Inftance i^eed where Men make 
a wrong Judgment of what they fee. And, 
the Fault in this Cafe does not lye in the Ex- 
perience and Obfervation, but in the reafon- 
mgupon them. Thus Men do not err in their 
Obfervation, when they fay that Water ne- 
ver grows folid in hot Climates; but they 
err in reafoning upon this Obfervation, and 
concluding that the Cafe can never be other- 
wife. That Men dye, and- come not to Life 
again here, is a true Obfervation : But wiU 
thi»- 
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this Obfervation prove that it can never be 
otherwife ? We fee by Obfervation the EiFe^Ss 
of the Courfe of Nature, but this Courfe of 
Nature depends on Caufes removed out of 
our Sight. Obfervation fhews how thefe 
Caufes operate generally, but cannot fiicw 
that they are immutable, and muft operate 
invariably in every Inftance, 

But let fee us fee how he reafons the Point of 
Miracles. Take the Propofition as it ftands, firft 
Edit. p. 90. and third Edit. p. 74. with theRea- 
fon annexed. Things afferted which are con- 
trary to the Experience and Reafon of all Man- 
kind, and -what they know oj the Law and 
ufual Courfe of Nature (i. e. Miracles) are to 
the common Senfe and XJnderfianding of Man 
utterly impojfible. We muft reftify the Pro- 
pofition, before we come to the Reafon. In 
the iirft Part, which is intended as a Defcrip- 
tJon of Miracles, the Conjiderer aflumes too 
much; a Miracle is indeed contrary to com- 
mon Experience, and the ufual Courfe of 
Nature, but why contrary to Reafon ? If by 
Reafon he means right Reafon or Truth, 
it is fuppofing the very Thing in Queftion: 
If he means the Faculty of Reafon, it will 
come to the fame Thing, fuppofing that Fa- 
culty to be rightly ufed, otherwife ii is no- 
thing to the Purpofe. 

With the Confderer's Leave then, I fiiall 

expunge the Word Reafon (which will not 

injure the Argument) and the Propofitioa 

Ua wiU 
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Sll ftand thus; Things ajferted, which ark 
mtrary to the Experience of all Mankind, 
nd to what they know of the Laws and 
ufual Courfe of Nature (i. e. Miracles) are^ 
to the common Senfe and Underjianding of 
Men, utterly impojjihle. Now comes the Rea- 
Ibn; becaufe fuch jijjertions contradiSi * 
Mem Notions of fuch Laws, that are km 
By Experience. Tliat is to fay, Things con- 
trary to Experience are impoflible, hecaufc 
they are contrary to Experience; or things 
contrary to what Men know of the Laws of 
Nature, are impoflible, becaufe they are con- 
trary to what Men know of the Laws of Na- 
ture. This is what the Conftderer calls givingJ 
a Reafon. ] 

But I cannot yet part with the Propofitioiia 
Miracles, it feems, are to the common Ben^ 
and XJnderJianding of Men impojjtble. HoVM 
are we to underftand this Expreflion ? docH 
he mean impoflible to the Reafon of Men,^ 
or JmpofTible to the Conceptions of Men jj 
ImpolTible to the Reafon of Man they are notJ 
becaufe the Reafon of Man telis him, there i^ 
a Being, who originally gave Laws to Mat-«1 
ter and regulates the Courfe of Nature; anm 
confequently who can, if he pleafes, alter on 
fofpend thofe Laws, and change the Cour/a 
of Nature. If he means that Miracles arM 
impolTible to the Conceptions of*Men, it ift] 
granted ; that is, it is granted that Men dra 
not conceive how they arc wrought ; they dm 
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conceive how, or in what manner, a dead 
Body is raifed to Life, nor how, or in what 
manner, a Word only fliould give a blind Man 
Sight. In tliis Senfe the Conjideref% Propo- 
fition may be true, but then it is nothing to 
his Purpore, Miracles are inconceivable : 
Yes, and fo are many things that happen 
every Day, which we do not reckon miracu- 
lous. It is inconcsivable how Matter adls on 
Matter, either in Gravitation, Attraftion, 
Magnetifm, or in any other well known O- 
peration ; but we do not therefore give the 
Lye to our Senfcs, and fay it does not aft, 
becaufe we cannot conceive how it afls. 
So that if the Conjiderer means that Miracles 
are impofiible to the Reafon of Men, it is 
evidently falfe ; if he means that they are im- 
poffible to the Conceptions of Men, it may 
be true, but is quite Ijefide his Purpofe. 

But let us fee how this Point is argued in 
the next Page. Perhaps we fhall meet with 
a better Reafon there. To believe it pofftbht 
(i, e. for a dead Body to rife again) contra- 
diSis this Maxim, " That Nature is fteddy 
" and uniform in her Operations." Nature, 
or the Laws of Nature, would doubtlefs, 
when not controuled by the Author of Na- 
ture, operate fteddily and uniformly. A Lyon 
would produce a Lyon, an Acorn an Oak : 
Matter would continue to gravitate, human 
Beings to dye, and dead Bodies to mix with 
the Earth, and not come to Life again. What 
does 



^Hloa the Maxim prove then P Only that a dead a 
Body cannot come to Life again in the na^ 
tural Way. No body difputes this with the 
Canjiderer. The Queftion is. Whether iCm 
may not be done in a Jupernatural Wa/dfl 
whether the great Author ot Nature, when^H 
ever he thinks it convenient, cannot fuperfedtf 
or fufpcnd the general Laws of Nature. Will 
the Confidcrer deny this ? If he believes a 
God and a Providence, as he profefles to d(Vjl 
he cannot. Well ; but it contradidls the a-^| 
forefaid Maxim, becaufe, one Miracle or jic-^^ 
tion done contrary to her (i. e. Nature's) Ldwr^^B 
contradiBs all her regular Springs and Move-^^ 
ments, and all thai Mankind calls Truth and 
Reajbn. How does fuch an Adion contra- 
diift all Nature's uniform Movements ? Does 
it imply that her Movements are not anl-fl 
form, when uncontrouled ? Nothing like \tj^k 
Does it imply that they are not uniform inH 
that particular Inftance ? that is, that her^| 
Movements in that Inftance are contrary to ^B 
the general Courfe of Nature ? Moft certainly "■ 
it does, for it is of the Elfence of a Miracle ^| 
to be contrary to the general Courfe of Na- S 
turc. What then ? This proves nothing; itH 
is only giving the Thing in Difpute as a Rea- S 
Ion againfl itielf. But let us hear the other^B 
Part of the Reafon, A Miracle contradiBs allj^ 
that Mankind calls 'Truth and Reafon. How ^| 
■ :^i>es this appear F Why you muil: take th9v| 
Wfj^l^fdcrer' s Word for it. But docs he not H 
^^k know fl 
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kftow that it is the very Thing in Queftion ? 
The Enquiry is, Whether Miracles are con- 
trary to Reafon. The ConJiJerer undertakes 
to prove that they are; and how does he 
prove it ? Why thus ; " Miracles are con- 
'• trary to Reafon, becaufe they contradift 
" this Maxim, that Nature is fteddy and uni- 
'• form in her Operations." And how do 
they contradict this Maxim? Why, becaufe 
" they contradi(S what Mankind calls Truth 
" and Reafon." Is not this faying that Mi- 
racles are contrary to Reafon, becaufe they 
are contrary to Reafon ? 

j4 Miracle, the Conjiderer fays, contradiSfs 
all that Mankind calls Truth and Reafon. 
Let us try it in a particular Inftance. We 
read in the Gofpel, that our Saviour walked 
upon the Water. What Truth or what Rea- 
fon docs this contraditS ? It is a well known 
Truth that all Bodies gravitate, and it is an- 
other that human Bodies will fink in Fluids. 
Does it contradict either or both thefe Truths ? 
furcly not. All Bodies continue to gravitate, ■ 
and human Bodies to fink in Fluids, as they 
did before i and Chrijl's own Body followed 
the fame Law of Gravitation, that particular 
Cafe only excepted. All that this Fadt fup- 
pofes is, that there is a Power in Nature that 
can fufpend the Laws of Gravity, or change 
Fluids into Solids, If this is contradiffting 
' Truth, let the Conjderer fticw it. 
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^ an unwelcome and an unprofitable 
Tafk, to deal with an Author who gives 
Words only, for Arguments. By the Speci- 
men I have given of this Author's Reafoning,; 
upon the natural PolTibility of Miracles, the 
Reader, I believe, will find this to be the 
Cafe here. He goes on to fliew, that they are 
impoflible in a moral View, that, fuppofing 
God to have Power over his own Works, or 
as he expreffes it % that he can do things con- 
trary to Nature^ there is no Reafon that be 
ever did or will doit. It is, bethinks, con- 
trary to the Perfedion of his Nature, to his 
Unchangeablenefs, his Wifdom, his Juftice, 
and his Goodnefs. Let us fee how he provi 
it. 

thofe, fays he ■■, who found Religion on et 
iraordinary Pretenfions, fay, that Nature^ 
•which is the Of spring of God^ is degenerate 
and deficient. It is not eafy to deal with an 
Author, who ufes Terms fo equivocally, that 
one can come at his Meaning only by Guefs. 
It is difficult 10 fay, what we are to under- 
ftand by Nature. If by Nature the Confi-\ 
derer means, what he feeras moft conv 
monly to underftand by it, the Coniliti 
tion of the material World, the Propofiti 
on is evidently faWe : Extraordinary Preten- 
fions do not imply that Nature, in this 
Senfe, is deficient, nor indeed do they imply 
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ly tliin^ iHth regard to Natiire; fdr%1i: 

Connexion is there between the cstraordi; 

nary Pretenfions of the Chriftian Religion, an4 

~"e,Perfeiflion of the material World? Wheif' 

ir Lord, for Inftance, by a Word caufed the. 
_ jg-tree to wither, did it fuppofe any De^ 
tiency in the Conftltution of Vegetables ? NtJ 
more than if the Tree had been felled by a4 
Axe, Whatever the Conftitution of Vegeta- 
bles, or whatever the Conftitution of the ma^' 
tcrial World be, fiich Aftions declare nothing 
either as to their Perfe^flion or Iniperfeflioni 
they only declare tliat the God of Nature ha( 
Authority over his ovrn Workmanfliip. 

But perhaps by Nature the Coiiftder^ 
means human Nature^ or the mordl Nalu/f 
ef' Man. Let us try the Propofitloh in this 
Senfe. 'Thofe ivbo found Religion on exird~ 
brdinaTy Pretenjions, fay, that human Ns% 
ture^ lohicb is the Offspring of God, tl 
deficient. Man is fubicft to Erroi- and CorA 
fuption; and. In this Senfe, human Nature 
may. well be faid to be deficient, wliethfi^ 
God interpofes or not. Whether Religion tis: 
founded on extraordinary Pretenfions or nol 
human Nature is ftill deficient ; if this, be ai 
Objedion under revealed Religion, 'it isSi 
Objeflion under natural Religion f^^I 
When a Youth is taught to read and to wrltej 
ivhen he is inflrufted in Religion and thd 
Sciences; does it not imply, that human Na- 
X ■ " ■ ■■ ' tur«i 
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wants Help, and is in itfelf deficient? 
And what does it imply more, when Goi 
voucbfafes to help and aflift it ? It is very 
improper, it is falle to fay, the Offspring of 
God, or the Work of God is deficient; bul^ 
it is not improper to fay, that Man is imper-i 
fed or deficient. The Truth is, the Senfe of 
the Word deficient is different in one Cafe 
from what it is in the other. God's Work* 
are faid to be perfedl in this particular View^^ 
that they are adapted to the End for which 
they were defigned; and yet Man, or any o- 
ther created Being, is imperfedt or deficient, 
when compared with a greater Being, and e- 
Ipecially when compared with the greatcft of 
all Beings. 

Tlie Confiderer has another Argument, 
which bears a near Refemblance to this, and j»' 
as follows: The ti'hole ProduBion of God's^ 
Wifdom^ Goodnefs, and Power mu/l be a per- 

fe£i Work ; therefore cannot be better. Ij 

God be a perfeSi Being, his ff^orks are perfeB^ 
and cannot be mended '. The Confiderer' 
talks fometimes of Providence; I fliould be 
glad to know, what is his Notion of Provi- 
dence. He feems to fuppofe, that God 
formed the Univerfe, as a vail Machine, 
wjth the fcveral Orders of Beings in it, 
and then, like the Epicurean Deities, left! 
it to fliift for itfelf, without concerning him- 

^ fiiftEdit. pi 55. Third Edic. p. 79. 
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r at all about it. If there be foch a ti 
as Providence^ which the Conjiderer him*' 
felf confefTes, if God ever interpofes in hjiif 
own Creation, it muft be to mend fomei 
thing, though not to mend his own origin^C 
Work, It is not proper to fay, that God'j 
Work is mended by Revelation, as the CoTi/t* 
derer fuppofes, in any other Senfe than it iy- 
mended by a good School-ma fter, or an able 
Profeffor of the Sciences. Revelatiop incjeea 
, mends or improves Men, that is, it furniOigp. 
jhem with greater and better Lights thaa 
mere Reafon couldj but it alters not the Na- 
ire and Conftitution of Men, it affed^s nof 

original Workmanftiip of God. 

But farther: The material World is (lik^ 

Machines of human Contrivance) govern- 
ed by necelTary Laws, and the Conftitution of 
it cannot be altered by any Power within it- 
felf. But it is not fo in the moral World, 
Man was originally endued with Properties- 
of a different kind from thofe of Matter. He, 
has a Power over his own Adlions, a Powof 
of improving or depraving his moral Nature. 
One Man makes the proper Improvement of 
the Powers which Nature gave him, another 
abufes them. One Nation, or one Age makes 
high Advances in Knowledge and Virtue, an- 
other is funk in Ignorance and Corruption. 
If fuch Enormities are the natural Confe- 
quences of the original Conflitution of Man, 
X 3 what 
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what ReafoD is there to exclude. Providence 
firom regalating and rorreding them ? If thd 
Syflem of Man is to Be con&dered ander the 
Notion of one great Machine, it muft he con* 
fidered as a Machine that has a Power with- 
in itfelf of patting itfelf out of Order ; and, 
if it fhculd be out of Order, as from the Na-r 
ture of its feveral Springs and Wheels it may 
well be fuppofed to be, where is the Impro^ 
priety of the great Artificer interpofing and 
torreding it r If Man has a Power of chuf- 
ing Good or Evil, he may chufe the latter j 
if he has Faculties for difcovering Truth, he 
jnay notwithftanding ncglc(3: it, he may o- 
Verlook or miftake it : It is eafy to fee what 
Room here is for Error and Corruption. Sq 
that, however perfeft the original Work was^ 
it may in tune, from the Nature of the thing^ 
"^ant mending. 

ISlatural Powers^ the Confiderer fays, ar^, 
jit to anfwer all the Ends of Religion^ tbere^ 
fore f uper natural P givers are needle fs \ What 
he means by anfwering the Ends of Reli- 
gion, he tells you in what follows ; to teach 
■the fnoji excellent Morals^ liitb a reafonahle. 
Belief of one God and Providence, I fhall 
not difputc with the Ccnfiderer^ how far fome 
Men may advance upon the Strength of mere 
'^eafpn : Some haVe no doubt gone great 
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l^cngths ; but Man, the Confiderer knows, is 
not infallible. He may embrace Error undei 
ihe Notion of Truth, and teach it as fiKhi 
and the Corruption may fpread and bccom^ 
general. What is to be done in this Cafe? 
The Confiderer feems to think that a Mun of 
honejly and Under/landing would be well abl^ 
to cure his Diforder, without fupematural 
Endowments. I am not of bis Opinion j in- 
veterate Error is not to be expelled foeafilys 
human Reafon and human Aiithroity, efpe- 
ci»lly when it comes to be general, do not 
feem to be a Match for it. If we may Reafor^ 
from Fait, there is nothing more fure thai* 
this. There were no doubt fotne Men of Ho- 
nejly and Underjhifidlfig in the heathen World ^ 
but what Progrefs did they make in reformia*- 
it? how far did they advance in removing that 
univerfal Corruption with which it was over- 
i-un ? Take a View of Paganifm from tliQ 
Time of Socrates to the Time oi Chriji, the 
moft enlightened Period of Antiqultv, andfee 
what Progrefs Truth had made. What were 
the public Inflltuiions of Religion, but the 
worft and grofleft Superftition and Impiety? 
So much of Truth as had been difcovered was 
confined to the Few; and if happily they might 
chance to keep it, it was not likely to getanji; 
farther. Every National Religion was lookej 
on as the Didates of the Gods, and forbid ta 
be alter'd by Man ; fo that Truth was as if 
were 



were prohibSeS by Law. How then was it 
to be recovered, with the civil Power and the 
Prejudices and Paflions of Mankind agalnft it? 
Let the Confiderer fhew, if he can, that a 
Man of Honefly and Under/landing witbout 
any fupernatural Powers woald be equal to thi» 
Work. 

But the Confiderer thinks a Power oj work- 
ing Miracles is contrary to the Unchangeable- 
nefs of God', for the fame Caifes, he fays, rnufi 
always produce the fame Effe£is'. His Reafon» 
if he intended it as a Reafon, is a very un- 
lucky one. I cannot fee the moft diftant Re- 
lation between the Premifes and the Conclij-' 
fion. The fame Caufes produce the fame Ef* 
feB. Right! but in Miracles a new Caufe is 
introduced ; and if his Argument proves anvj| 
Thing, it proves ihat natural Caufes will no] 
produce Miracles ; but do we afcribe Mi'^ 
racles to natural Caufes? He goes on; Bu^ 
i/firacles are urged to pro've a Change in thA 
Will of God y that is^ impoJpl/leT kings are urgeM 
to prove an Jmp^fjibility. According to th( 
Confiderer, it feems, it is a Principle agreet 
on by both Believers and Unbelievers, tha^ 
Miracles are ufed to prove a Change in thai 
WiU of God. If you grant him this, and adJ 
^it too that Miracles are impofiible, he wiff 
draw this notable Conclufion, that ImpoffibiU^ 
iies are urged to prove an ImpoJJibHity. 
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^^-Sut fuppofc neither of them is granted* 
I what will become of his ConckWion ? The 
Reader has already feen his Reafons, if they 
may be called Reafons, for thinking Mira- 
cles to be impoflible. But what Pretence 
has he to fay, that Miracles are urged to 
prove a Change in the Will of God ? where 
or when were they ever urged to this Pur- 
pofe? or how indeed do they prove it? The 
Conjiderer is entirely filent as to all thefe 
Points, and yet he goes on reafoning upon the 
Suppofuion of Miracles proving a Change, 
nay, of their being allowed to prove a Change 
in the Will of God. 

The Conjiderer has puzzled himfelf un- 
accountably with the Immutability of God, 
than which there is not one Attribute in the 
divine Nature more clear and precife. It is his 
Being and Perfedlions that are immutable, 
I and not his Aftions, unlefs you will fuppofe 
Men, and all other Beings immutable too. 
His Adlions are always the fame, when Cir- 
cumftances are the fame ; but what Senfe is i 
there in fuppofing that immutable Wifdona, 
rauftaft in all Cafe's, how different foever, in the. 
fame Way? The Counfels of Providence are, 
directed by unerring Wifdom ; but the fame,. 
Wifdom prefcribes different Meafures upoa. 
different Occafions. Miracles of themfelves 
can be no Proof that God's Counfels are 
mutable, either with refpedl to the natural or 

the 
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.ne moral World; not vrith refpefl.id tlie na 
tura), becaufc fufpcnding feme one Law 
Matter to ferve fome moral Purpofe, 

■oof that the Counfel of God is changi 

ith regard to the general Laws and Confti- 

<iition of Matter J not in the morale becaufi" 

Miracles may, for any Thing that appears t 

the contrary, be ufeful to anfwer fome moriB 

*^nd, and to ferve the great Purpofes of Pr<| 

[ence, in fome Cafes and not in others, 
his the Co/jjiderer is not willing to allovvj 

<T if Miracles loere ever tieceffary, they tntl 
m his Judgment be always necejfary. 

The Confsderer has fo good a Talent 
Reafoning, that I cannot refufe him and i 
Reader the Juilice of producing his Argumerc 
as he himfelfhas ftated it. If Miracles 
ever necejjhry^ -wbeibcr the divine and hunu^ 
Nature^ or the Nature of thtngi be change^ 
ABLE OR UNCHANGEABLE, mujl be altS^t 

necefary. For if God ever -wrought Miracles ti 
be the Proof of the Knowledge of bis JVill, be leiH 
always purjue the fame MetbodSy if he is Arf | 
PNCHANGEABLE Being''. " That IS to fay^ 
" The Propolition is true, whether God btf ] 
" changeable or not, for a Reafon which ex- \ 
" prefsly fuppofes him to be unchangeable. 
The Confiderer has generally the Fortune tfif J 
have his Pofmons and his Rcafoni hang very iff 1 
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together. But let us examine the latter Part 
of the Argument by itfelf, and fee what there 
3$ in it. " God is an unchangeable Being : 
*• Therefore, if he ever wrought Miracles as 
' ■** a Proof of his Will, he will always purfue 
*' the fame Method." It is allowed that God 
3s an unchangeable Being. It follows from 
-thence that his Conduct will always be the 
iame, in the fame State of Things j if he 
Tvorks Miracles in one Cafe, he will do it again 
whenever tlie fame Cafe, with all its Circurn- 
ftances, returns. But if he does it when the 
State of Mankind requires it, it does not fol- 
low that he will do it, when the State of 
Mankind does not require it. Let the Cfffj^- 
derer fhew that it cannot be expedient for 
Mankind at one time, and not at an other. 
Tilt he can prove this, he proves nothing. 
Let us try his Reafoning in a common 
Cafe. Should the Subjefls of fome great Prince 
rife in Arms againft him, and fliould he quiet 
them by offering a general Pardon without pu- 
nifhing their Crime j will it follow that he 
ought to purfue the fame Method in every Re- 
bellion ? And will it follow that his Counfels 
are mutable, if he does not ? The Conftderer , 
himfelf will not have the Folly to aflert it. Le- 
nity may be neccffary at one time, and Severity 
at another; and each ofthefe Meafures, tho" 
riot only different but oppofite, may be the Ef- 
ie£t of the fame Wifdom and Prudence. 

Y But 
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■ feut if God has wrought Wonders in Ofle i 
tration and mt amther, it feems, he muji be\ 
'partial Being '. The Qm/tderer does not knc4 
what he is about when lie charges God wim 
Partiality. According to his Ettle View ot , 
^^Things, Providence may be accufed as partial 
Esb many other Inttances, and with more Ap- 
arance of Realbn tlian in this. Why do< 
; not complain that one Man has greater i 
iral Endowments than another, that he is i 
(erior in Wealth, in Dignity, in Power, 
[Whatever elfe is efteemed great and illuftrioiBj 
If that is to be looked on as Partiality, whidT 
'the Oinfidcrer judges to be fucli, I leave him I' 
refled; where his Opinion will terminate, 
fays, •' That Miracles are equally necefiary i 
^H^^ all People, and therefore if God grants ma 
PPV" to one Generation and not another he is i 
** " partial Being," If bold Aitertions were to be ^ 
admitted as Proofs, there is nothing which the 
Confiderer is not capable of proving. Let him 
prove (inftead of aflerting) that Miracles are 
equally neceflary in all Ages, and then it will 
be time to talk with him. Here is a Maxim 
which the Confiderer himfelf allows to be a juft 
one, that Providence docs nothing in vain. If 
then a Series of Wonders are wrought in one 
Age, why may not the Memoiy of them bCl 
duly preferved for the Benefit of fucceedingf 
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l^^ges ? And if they are fo prefcrved, woult 

rcpcAtiiig tliem in fucceeding Ages be iinneceA 
; iary ? When Error and Corruption have beea 
once contjuered, and the true Religion efta- 
■ -^liflied by the Help of Miracles ; why are not 
: rfucli Miracles when recorded by proper Hands 
. Sufficient to Ibpport and preferve it ? The Con- ' 
_^_^^ikrer calls upon us to fiiew, f^hat lofting 
Monuments we have of them, hy which they may 
be clearly evidenced, and may appear true againfi 
allContradiSlion^. He needs not go to the Place 
in which they were wrought, where only he 
thinks fuch Monuments are to be found '. 
They are much nearer liome, than he is will- 
ing to believe ; they are already in his own 
I Hands, if he knew how to ufe them, and fet 
" a juft Value on them. The Gofpels are the 
I M(Miuments, wherein thofe Miracles are re- 
corded, and he muft prove them to be all a 
' Forgery, before he can with Reafon complain 
' for want of authentic Monuments; which he 
,, will find it no ea(y Matter to do, againfl: the 
TelUmony of all Antiquity, of the Enemies of 
Chriftianity, as well as its Friends. 

I have now gone through the material 
Things, and to my own Sorrow, many imma- 
terial Things in tlie Omjidcrer'% Book. When the 
Book firft appeared, it feemed to require no 
Anfwer ; and to thofe who can judge of the 
Weight of Arguments, it required none. But 
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